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ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


a 


Art. I. General Biogr aphy; or Lives, Critical and Hiftorical, 
of the mof? eminent Perfons of all Ages, Countries, Conditions, 
and Profelfions, Se. 


(Concluded from p. 140.) 


N examining the execution of this work, we obferve one 

predominant colour of SocINIANISM obtruding itfelf vio- 
lently upon our offended eyes at every opening. ‘Thus that 
death of Herod which is fo circumftantially related by St. 
Luke in the XI Ith of the Aéts, where we read, that ** z»nme- 
diately the Angel of the Lord {mote him, becaufe he gave not 
God Ave glory,” when the aflembly pronounced him a God ; 
is retold us by Dr. Enfield, i in this vitiated and Socinian man- 
ner. ** He feemed,” cries this biographer, as willing to wound, 
and not afraid to ftrike, the very infpiration of the Scripture, 
** too well pleafed with this extravagant flattery ; but /oon af- 
ier he was feized with a violent diforder in his bowels, &c.” 
The fupernatural caule of all, we fee, is totally fupprefied, 
The Angel, who is brought forward by the Divine Hiftory as 
the dealer of the blow and the Goipeh ter of the diforder, is left 
wholly unnoticed. The incident, itfelf, however miraculous 
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242 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


in its nature as following ‘mmediately upon the offence com- 
mitted, however afcribed exprefsly by infpiration itfelf to a 
miraculous agency, is narrated by the Doétor as a mere) 

phyfical event, and therefore as coming foon after the offence, 
Even all the circumftances, attendant on his death are equally 
fupprefled, becaufe they equally concur to confirm the mira- 
culous nature of it. Herod did not die of any diforder inci- 
dent to man as has been abfurdly fuppofed by fome, the mor- 
bus pediculofus, or the like. No! ‘* he was eaten of worms,” 
axnroxorgalos, ** and” fo ** gave up the ghoft.” Worms 
miraculoufly bred in his bowels, and miraculoufly eat their 
way through them ; thus ending his life, not in the flow and 
lingering courfe of a natural diforder, but with the fteady 
{wiftnefs of a miraculous one, even in the period of five days.* 
Dr. Enfield, to the confufion of all criticifm, and to the falfi- 
fication of all Scripture, has had the boldnefs to reprefent his 
diforder as a mere complaint in his bowels, and his death as 
the mere refult of that. 


* Aetius, a Chriftian divine, a native of Antioch, and a Bifhop 

of that city, in the fourth century,” we are told by Dr. Enfield, in 
another place, ‘ followed the do¢trine of Arius, and advancing fur- 
ther than his mafter in opinions deemed by the prevailing party 
heretical,’ actually became a Socinian like the Doétor himfelf, 
but ‘ was’ therefore ‘ furnamed the Atheift. Aetius, who, though 
ftigmatized as a contentious fophift, appears to have been an able 
difputant, was of opinion, that there muft be an infinite difference 
between the Creator and his creature,’ into one of whom the folly 
of Arius had already degraded the Son of God; ‘ and therefore 
maintained’ with all the madnefs of Socinianifm, ‘ that the Son 
was, in fubftance, altogether un/ike the father ;’ though he is ex- 
prefsly declared, by the very words of God himfelf, to be ‘ the ex- 
prefs image of his perfon,’ and to be ‘ upholding all things by his 
power’—-* Confiantius’ the Emperor ‘ might very properly have ad- 
vifed the clergy not to difturb themfelves, or the laity, with dif- 
= concerning the fimilarity of fubftances, of which they could 
1ave no idea,’ bowever revealed by Ged. Yet, to fhow the Doétor 
as contradictory as he is abfurd here, he himfelf has written, jutt 
before, ‘ concerning the fimilarity of thofe very ‘ fubftances ;’ by 
declaring that Actius, who ‘ appears to have been an ad/e difpu- 
tant, was of opinion, that there mufi be an infiuite difference between’ 
the two.” 


But Socinians may difpute even with the word of God 
againft them, while believers, with even the ftrength of God, 
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founding from Heaven (as it were) on their fide, are to be fi- 
Jent and fhrinking. ) 

Of this unbecoming fpirit, in the General Biography before 
us, we fhall adduce one inftance more. But it is a ftrong one. 
And we are almoft forry to fay, that the article is equally Dr. 
Enfield’s. It is his account of the too notorious D’Alembert, 
all panegyrical from beginning to end. Yet we know the 
man to have been actually and avowedly—an ATHEIST. 
* [ own to you,” he faid himfelf, in a letter of 1770, then 
profefling only his doubts concerning a God, ** that concern- 
ing the exiftence of God, the author of tke /y/fem of nature,” an 
impudent atheiftical work juft then publifhed, ‘* feems too re- 
folute and dogmatic, and on this fubject {cepticifm feems the 
moft rationa].”* The man who could, at this moment, dsudt 
of the being of God, muft have fo dreadfully debafed his un- 
derftanding, as to plunge into a di/belief of it at the next. Ac- 
- cordingly he allowed himfelf to be addrefied as a profefled A- 
theift, and to reply as a profefled Atheift, to the addrefs a few 
years afterwards ; when, ‘* at one of the fittings” in the aca- 
demy, faid Mr. Beauzet, 


“ Seeing that I was nearly the only perfon who believed in God, 
I afked him (D’Alembert), how he pofilibly could ever have 
thought of me for a member, when he knew that my fentiments 
and opinions differed fo widely from thofe of his brethren ? D’Alem- 
bert, without befitation, (added Mr. Beauzet) anfwered, I am fenfible 
of your amazement—, we knew that you believed in God, but being 
a good fort of man, we caft our eyes on you, for want of a philo- 
fopher,’ alias an Atheift, ‘ to fupply your place.”+ 


What reprobation then is here fhewn of this man’s Atheifm, 
and what indignation is here exprefled againft it? A Chriftian, 
even a Deift, muft furely fhow the one and exprefs the other. 
But Dr. Enfield neither exprefles nor fhows. He {peaks only 
inthis half-chiding tone of voice. ‘* His (D’Alembert’s) a- 
verfion to fuperftition and pricftcraft,” cries the Doétor, as if 
he was the ** dimidium anima” of the philofopher, ** carried 
him (it is true) into the region of infidelity,” even into a 
formal confpiracy againft Chrift,f and into an actual profef- 
fion of Atheifm itfelf. Yet even this very gentle caftigation 
of )’Alembert as an infidel, and this very partial fuppreffion 
of his avowed Atheifm, are inftantly foftened duwn to our fpi- 
rits, for fear thefe fhould kindle into a virtuous flame, by a 
declaration, that ‘* the eccentricity of his opinions did not de- 





—_ 


* Barruel’s Memoirs, part I. Vol. I. p. 19, 20. Tranflation. 
$ Ibid. 326: 
$2 froy 


+ Ibid. 130, 131. 
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{troy the virtues of his heart.” The Atheift is concealed in 
the Deift, and the Deift is recommended to our efteem for his 
virtues. In all this we behold Dr. Enfield acting a part very 
injurious to his reputation as a divine, very injurious to his 
honour as an hiftorian. We have feen him declaring before, 
that Actius, the Socinian of the fourth century, was confider- 
ed, by his cotemporaries of the clergy, as an Atheift. And 
here we fee a Socinian writing the life of an Atheift with a 
continued applaufe of him, diluting his Atheifm into mere 
Deifm, even again diluting his Deifm with the praife of his 
virtues, thus finking from fight the {worn rebel againft his Re- 
deemer, and thus fcreening from fhame the avowed denier of 
the God of Heaven. We hope and truft, that Dr. Enfield 
was no Atheift himfelf; but he certainly acts like one. He 
fo acts, indeed, becaufe he writes almoft entirely (we believe) 
from Condorcet’s Eulogy upon D’Alembert; an eulogy of 
an Atheift written by an Atheift, but written at a period 
when Atheifm was ftill obliged to wear a mafk of gauze even 
in France. For the fame reafon Dr. Enfield fuppreffes all 
mention of that melancholy death, which D’Alembert fuf- 


tained at laft, and in which this very Condorcet took fo forci- 
ble a part. : 


“ His health being recruited,” fays this biographer, * he con- 
tinued to occupy his honourable ftation among philofophers till the 
29th of October, 1783, when, in the fixty-ninth year of his age he 
expired ; leaving behind him the reputation of amiable virtues and 
eminent talents.” 


Such is the death of an Atheift behind the curtain, drawn by 
the hand ofa Condorcet and an Enfield! But what was it in rea- 
lity and in truth ? The curtain ought to be undrawn for the 
benefit of the public, and the agonizing countenance of the 
Atheift expofed for the deteCtion of the impofture. ‘* He 
died,” we find from Abbé Barruel, ‘¢ five years after his pa- 
tron, Voltaire, who had clofed his life in a mixed tempeft of 
remorfe, of blafphemy, and of fupplication— 


“€ Left remorfe fhould compel him (D'Alembert) to fimilar re- 
cantations, which had fo much humbled the feét ; Condorcet,” him- 
felf “ undertook to render him inacceflible, if not to repentance and 
remorfe, at leaft to all who might have availed themfelves of bis 
homage done to religion. When the rector of St. Germain’s, in 
quality of pattor, prefented himfelf, Condorcet, like to the devil who 
watches over his prey, ran to the door and barred the entrance. 
Scarce had the breath left his bodv, when the pride of Condorcet 
betrays his fecret. D'Alembert really bad felt that remorfe, which 
muft have been common to him with Voltaire; be was om tha ve 
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of fending,” like Voltaire, “asthe only method of reconciliation, for 
a minifier of that fame Cbhrif? againft whom be had alto confpired” 
with Voltaire ; “ but Condorcet ferocioufly combated thee laft figns 

of repe ntance in the dying fophifter, and he gloried in having forced 
him to expire in final impenitence. The whole of this odious confli@ 
is comprized in one horrid fentence: when Condorcet announced 
the deceafe of D’Alembert, and was re 1: ating the circumttances, he 
did not bluth to add, Hap 1 NoT BEEN THERE HE WOULD HAVE 
FLINCHED ALSO.’ * 


What a very *¢ prince of the devils” does Condorcet here ap- 
pear! and how dreadfully has Dr. Enfield been feduced, by this 
beelzebub, to fupprefs D’Alembert’s whole life of Atheifm ; 
and to omit D’Alembert’s whole death of Worror ! From fome 
fympathy of fpirit, from fome con/anguinity of foul, we fear, 
the Doctor overlooked all the evidence of ‘Grimm, the Hif- 
torical Dictionary and Barruel, to fix his eye upon Con- 
dorcet, the Atheift culogift of an Atheift author. 

We have dwelt the longer upon thefe articles of Dr. En- 
ficld’s, becaufe he is the principal writer in this General Bio- 
graphy, and becaufe he appears a wild herefiarch in moft that 
he writes. We fhall finifh our pourtrait of him, by one touch 
more of his countenance, borrowed ftill from his own pen- 
cil. ‘* The ftory of his death,” he tells us, concerning the 
notorious father of Arianifm in the Church of God, © is re- 
lated bothAy the hiftorian Socrates, and by Athanafius, but 
with circumitances which very much weaken its credit. We 
leave it in the fame ftate of uncertainty in which it is left b 
Mr.Gibbon ;” the Socinian again uniting with an Atheitt 
(as fome ftrokes in Mr. Gibbon’s hiftory prove him to have 
undeniably been an Atheift) in not daring, indeed, to deny 
the general fact of Arius’s dreadful death, becaufe this ftands 
upon an immovéable bafis of hiitorical authority 5 but in at- 
tempting to ** weaken its credit” by petty cavils and frivolous 
objections. Mr. Gibbon fays, as cited by Dr. Enfield, 
* Thofe who prefs the literal narrative of the death of Arius,’ 
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* Hiftorical Diétionary, article D’Alembert, p. 349. “ It is true 
that Condorcet, forry to have inadvertently revealed the fecret of his 
affociate’s remorfe, fought to deftroy the effect of it. Itis true, that 
queftioned another time on the circumftances of D'Alembert’s death, 
he anfwered, in his philofophic jargon, that be did not die like a cow- 
ard, In fine, it is true, that in his firft letter to the King of Pruf- 
fia, in date of the 22d Nov. 1783, he reprefents D’Alembert dying 
with a tranquil courage, and with his ufual firength and pretence 
of mind. But it was too late to lead Frederick into error on that 
fubject, as the adept, Grimm, had already written, That jickn of b id 
greatly weakenca DL. Li. mb ert Nii na im bis lafe moments,’ Lit ‘bh of | 05 


vembe r, 1793, 
and 
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and all furely muft prefs it who know what °* literal narra- 
tive” is, all, indeed, who can read, * muft make their option 
between peifon and miracle.’ An Atheift, we remark, could 
not credit the poflibility of a miracle; and Mr. Gibbon has, 
therefore, referred the believers of the fact, to the mere ope- 
ration of poifon. Yet he {peaks not out, and Dr. Enfield 
{peaks for him; though not as an Atheift, but merely asa 
Socinian or a Deift, ‘* only we muft add,” he cries, ‘* that 
it is eafier to believe, shat mortified and irritated priefts,” when 
the only priefts with him before or at the moment were his 
own partizans,* ‘* in the moment when the man whom they 
had banifhed as an herefiarch,” and who was now to be re- 
ftored only in confequence of a falfe fubfcription backed by a 
falfe oath,+ ‘* was returning triumphantly,” with this perjury 
and that impofition, “ into the bofom of the Church, might,” 
an hiftorical fact being thus fet afide by a bare poffibility ! 
** think it their duty to deliver her from her moft formida- 
ble enemy ; thanghat the Deity would, by a miracle, bring a 
man to an ignomfhious and fhocking end, for no other offence 
than becaufe he ¢ould not believe in the myfteries of confub- 
ftantiality and eternal generation, even though revealed by God 
himfelf, and (as the author {hould in common juftice have faid 
alfo) becaufe he had juft before added to this impiety a formal 
falfhood of fubfcription with a folemn deed of perjury. That 
the man was ot poifoned, all the circumftances of the narration 
concur to prove demonftrably, ‘* As he went out of the Im- 
perial Palace,’ fays Socrates, tranflated literally, * he was ef- 
corted by the Eu/ebians through the midft of the then city, and 
appeared confpicuous to all; and when he came near the Forum 
called Conttantine’s,—fear, from fome confcioune/s, feized Arius: 
with the fear, cayne a relaxation of bowels : he afking 1f there was 
any privy near,’ a {trong proof this, yet all unnoticed by our 
antiquaries, of even pudlic privies being frequent /atterly in the 
great cities of the empire ! ¢ and learning there was one behind 
the Forum of Conftantine, went thither. There a faintnefs 
jeizes the man; and with the evacuations then falls out immedi- 
qtely the feat,’ or great gut, an! @ vaft quantity of blood followed 
it, and the fmail guts; and blood ran out together with the very 
fpleen and liver ; he therefore died immediately.” ¢ 

So impoffible is it phyfically to atcribute the death to the 
power of poifon ! We may as well attribute the death of Hes 
rod, which we dnow to have been produced by the interpofi- 
tion of an Angel, and we almoft tear Dr. Enfield would have 
attributed his death, if he had dared to fpeak out, to poifon ad- 

* Socrates 1. 38. t Idem. ibid, t Idem, ibid, 
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Aikin’s General Biography. 247 
miniftered by the Chriftians, St. Peter, St. Luke, and their 


Apoftolical or Evangelical aflociates. A genuine Socinian 
participates fo freely of the freezing {pirit of an Atheift, that 
he will ftand ftill in any pofture of idiocy, rather than move 
into the warming belief of a miracle. He will contradiét all 
hiftory, he will kick at all decency, he will convert Apoftles 
into poifoners, and banifh God from his own univerfe, rather 
than admit the exiftence of a miracle. Such is the fotcfhnefs 
of man, pretending to be wife againf? the wildom of God ! 


But, as Dr. Enfield proceeds with all this inhaled {pirit of a 
Condorcet and a D’Alembert together, — 


—* the creed which Arius, according to the report of an hiftorian 
by no means inclined to favour hn,” Socmtes, “ prefented to Con- 
fiantine, on his return from banifhment, was not contradictory to 
his avowed tenets: and it is not to be credited, that, after having 
been for fo many years retolute in his oppofition to thé Catholic 
faith, he fhould at once abandon his principles, even when he had 
been permitted to retain them, by fubicribing to the Nicene 
creed.” Behold here the probity and the precifion of the Doctor 
in hiftory!” The Emperor,” fays that very hiftorian, ‘‘ willing to 
make a trial of Arius, fends for him to the Palace, and afked him 
if he concurred with the decrees of the Nicene Council,” which 
averred (as we have feen from the Doétor before) the confubftan- 
tiality of the Son with the Father in the Godhead. “ He rea- 
dily, without any hefitation, before him /ub/crived the decrees con- 
cerning the faith, but fubfcribed them /ophi/tically.” He, therefore, 
who could “ not believe in the myfteries of con/ub/lantiality and eter- 
nal generation,’ did formally fubfcribe his belief to them, and did 
therefore fubfcribe a creed directly “ contradictory to his avowed 
tenets.” 


So grofsly has the Doétor here falfified hiftory, even the 
very hiftory to which he refers, in order to fave the blafted 
credit of a knave and a heretic in one! ‘* And the Emperor, 
in wonder at this” fubfcription, ** added even an oath. But 
Arius took this alfo fophiftically.” Arius took a falfe oath. 
This indeed the Doctor has wholly omitted. But it is appa- 
rent in his own hiftorian. He /ub/cribed and he /wore to his 
belief of that very doctrine, which he had always oppofed be- 
fore, which he actually difbelieved at the time, and for his op- 
pofition to, or difbelief of, which Dr. Enfield has applauded 
him as his continued principles. “The world, perhaps, never 
faw a man fo bold in falfification, fo audacious in perjury 
applauded by. one pretending to any character as a writer of 
as a gentleman before. *‘ But the manner in which he aéted 


fraudulently, as to his fubfeription, was this as I have heard,” 
that a fraud was comsitted by Arius in the oath and in the 
fubfcription, is hiftorically certain, amd is therefore aflerted 
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pofitively by the hiftorian. But the nature of the fraud i 
both is itated upon report only ; a report, however, that fons 
jts antiquity and certification comes very nearly up to hiftory 
itfelf, and even comes the nearer from the hiftorian’s fairnefs, 
in difcrimisating the reported from the pofitive incidents, 
“ Arius havingwwritten his own opinion upon a paper, they fay, 
placed it under his arm-pit, and ¢:u/y {wore he thought as he bad 
written.” In what picture of infamy or’ Such a juggler ap- 
pear to every man of common honetty That this then 
was fo done,” adds the hiftorian, aie his credibiity 
again by his cautioufnefs, ** 1 hear as | am writing, that, 
indeed, the Emperor added even an oath to the fubfcription, 
J have collected out of, the Emperor’s own epiftles.”* Such 
a cloud of darknefe has that very hiftoran thrown around 
the head of Arius, who is fummoned by Dr. Enfield to fhed 
a luftre of light upon him; a cloud properly fuited to the 
countenance, and a Warknefs con genial to the heart of fuch a 
knave! Yet, ** had his party prevailed during his life,” as 
the Doétor concludes in a ftrain that even aftonithes our {pirits 
which have been fo long accuftomed to his mod of wildnefs, 
“* there can be no doubt [but] that after his death his name 
would have been enrclled among the faints.’ Could a Condorcet 
or a D’Alembert have fpoken with more fpite againft the 
Chriftians? Yet even this fpite is exceeded by what fol- 
lows. ‘* Having had the misfortune to be regiftered by the 
church, which called itfelf orthcdox among heretics,” he means, 
regiftered among heretics by the church which called itielf 
orthodox, “he can on ly be found by pofterity in the hum- 
bler lift of hone/? men.” We have often heard of the popifh 
canonization of Knaves; but we here behold a Socinian, a 
deiftical, an atheiftical one; we behold a man in defpite 
of hiftory, of acknowledged hiftory, of plain fubftantial faéts 
in it, one therefore confefied as the meaneft and the loweft of 
knaves, obtruded upon the world for an honeft, becaufe he 
was an heretical man, the natural fzint of fraudulence either 
Atian or Socinian, the very dwmon of Deifm, the very ge- 
nius of Atheifm. 

Thefe remarks we could continue upon others of Dr. En- 
ficld’s articles. But we withhold our hand, We have fin- 
gied out thefe, indeed, to fhow the malignant purpofes of him, 
who was the original projector of the work, we believe, and 
appears the principal executor of it at prefent. Nor can Dr. 
Aikin be fereened from the fcandal attached to fuch articles, 
He has publifhed all the collected malignity of the other. We 
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cannot refrain therefore irom exprefling our hopes, with excep- 

tion only to one or two articles by Dr, Aikin,; that a Bio- 
graphy fo drawn up, ‘o publithed, fo grofsly contradictory to 
the truths of hiftory, upon record, and fo violently offenfive to 
the feclings of Chriftianity in our bofoms,: may be treated 
with the indignation which it juftly merits from the public. 





Art. II. Sketch of the Life and Literary Carcer of Auguflus 
Von Kotzbue ; with the ‘fournal of his Tour to Paris, at the 
Clofe of the Year 1790. Written by himfelf. Tranflated 
from the German by Anne Plumtree. ‘To which is fub- 
joined an Appendix, including a General Abttract of 
Kotzbue’s Works. 8vo. Pp. 334. Symonds, 


HE celebrity which the works of this author have pro- 

cured to him hath made him an object of public atten- 
tion, not only on the Continent, but even in this country ; 
indeed, to fuch a height has adeniration been carried among 
us, that a ftagnation of original genius feems to have taken 
place in our own dramatic writers, and the brighteft of them 
has been content to fhine in a few plumes plucked from the 
gaudy offspring of the German poet. 

In the works of a writer fo much read, fo much imitated, 
there muft be an extraordinary degree of merit, although we 
confefs, it is not of that defcription to which we are in- 
clined to allow fuch fingular pre-eminence. We with to fee 
great abilities devoted to other purpotes than to degrade reli- 
gion under the. appearance of hatred to fuperitition, to decry 
all legitimate authority under the pretence of expofing tyran- 
ny, and to fanétion the eratification of the moit ardent of hu- 
man paflions, under the flimfy veil of fentimental love. The 
moft enthuliaftic of his admirers, we think, will not deny that 
fuch are the evident purpofes of many of Kotzbue’s dramas. 
But we will not here anticipate the obfervations we fhall have 
Occafion to make on his various writings in the progrefs of 
this article: he begins thus 


* As an author I have received my abundant fhare of applaufe 
and abufe, and {ince both have been trequently alike undeferved on 
my part, it may, perhaps, not be wicily ufelefs to thofe young men 
who are ambitious of tre ading the fame flippery path to receive in- 
firuction from a veteran. 

After a few pages of delight at the renewal of infant fcene- 
ty, he proceed s to deta til fome of the events of his earlier 
years ; of the care which his mother took of his education he 


peaks in the moit grateful terms. 
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“ She engaged tutors for my inftruction, young divines, whe, al 
while anxioufly waiting, till, in quality of their godly vocation, tt 
they fhould be called to the care of a flock, made me feel moft ft 
heavily the weight of their fhepherds crooks. They, indeed, fc 


red no pains, within the {phere of correction, to make a moit 
hopeful fheep of me, &c. &c.” 


lu 
Under tutors of this defcription, he did not, it appears, fr 
make much progrefs; but being afterwards removed to the Ir 
Gymnafium at Weimar under Mufeus, he proceeded in the w 
common courfe of inftruction obferved there; exclufive of the in 
learned Janguages, of which he {peaks flightly, he applied him- 
felf to poetry, and the drama with all his native ardour. di 
From his infancy, it fhould feem he was devotedly attached to p 
the theatre, and this attachment was infinitely increafed by 
the opportunities which he had of attending that amufement th 
at Weimar, and the fociety of fome eminent writers with a 
whom he was acquainted. All this is given in 2 playful and hi 
entertaining manner. We are not furprized to find Aim thus S 


writing of the famous Goethe. 


«« T cannot find words to defcribe the overpowering emotions W 

excited in my foul, by this wonderful, philofopbical, romance.* From 
that moment, I conceived fo enthufiaftic an attachment to its au- F 
thor, that, at his requeit, I would even readily have run my hands fi 
into the fire to feek for his loft fhoe-buckle ! !” . 
Mv 
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When an author is thus capable of fafcinating the mind, 


eee ee 
Oe. 


eT and alluring it to fuch unlimited obedience, can it be faid | 
4 my that the doctrines of his work are not mi{chievous, and deteft- c 
4 able in the extreme ? And under fuch impreffions, was not - 
if Kotzbue a fit recipient of illuminifm ? With a mind of fuch . 
7 a texture it is not wonderful that ** logic” fhould be ‘ mi- u 


ferable,” that lectures on ‘* univerfal hiftory’’ fhould be 
“© dull,” and that he fhould feel an ‘* inveterate naufea”’ for 
all he learnt at fchool. At fixteen he became a ftudent at the 

reat academy at Jena. Here he ftudied Latin under Weide- 
Rien, and French under Boulet ; but he neither difcontinued 
writing verfes nor acting plays. After one year’s refidence at 
this place, he paid a vifit to a fifter at Duifberg ; and even there 


— 


alin one) 


he was not fatisfied without a private theatre. Actors were I 
eafily to be found, but, where tofnd aroom? ** This little town, I 
as is commonly the cafe with little towns, was enveloped by a . 
thick cloud of prejudices.” ‘They were at length relieved from f 
their difficulty by the fathers of the Minorets, who accom- - 
modated them with a room in the convent. This complicnce } 





* Werter, 


affords 








Plumtree’s Tranflation of the Life of Kotzbue. 2st 


affords the author an opportunity of railing at the feverity, of 
the Proteftant clergy in Germany, and of comparing thei? 
ftrictnefs with the liberality of the Monks. He thus wittily, 
for we prefume it was fo meant, concludes his obfervation : 


“ Hell indeed is equally their bugbear for frightening their dee 
luded creatures, but with them * there is ftill fome hope of efcaping 
froia it; whereas with the Proteftant, ‘tis once there, always there. 
In fhort, whoever is dettined to fall into the hands of a prieft, 
will ftand a much better chance with a Monk than a {fuper- 
intendant.” 


In 1779 he returned to Jena, and applied, ‘* with tolerable 
diligence, to ftudying the law.” He thus characterizes the 
profeflors of Jena: 


“ The old H , who entertained his audience with ribaldry, 
the dry . who never in his life produced but two jokes, which 
he was continually repeating, and at which nobody laughed but 
himfelf; the profing taficlefs W , and the worthy but uncouth 
Sch——— were my preceptors. 


Had thefe been fo many players, in what different terms 
would he have defcribed them ! Impartial Kotzbue ! 

About this time he compofed a tragedy, called ** Charlotte 
Frank :” and he gives a ludicrous account of his own perfoni- 
fication of one of the characters. This was foon followed by 
a comedy, called ** Wives ala Mode’’—neither of thefe pieces 
we have feen. 

He finifhed his academical career at Jena, by taking the 
character of an opponent at a doétor’s degree. Soon after 
which he returned to Weimar and was admitted an advocate— 
** and here,” fays he, ** while I was waiting for clients, [ con- 
tinued to be myfelf a zealous client of the Mufes.” 

In this place he continued, enjoying the fociety of his friend 
Mufeus, until the year 1781, when he went to Peterfburg. 
It does not appear in what c pacity he vifited the Ruffian ca- 
swt but, according to his tranflator, he was for fome years 

refident of the High College of Juttice, in the territory of 
Efthland. During his refidence in Ruffia, he wrote a tragedy 
in five acts, called ** Demetrius Czar of Mofcovy.” He made 
Demetrius ** a true Prince,” but having, by an Ukafe of Peter 
I. been declared otherwife, the play was not permitted to be 
acted, until he (the author) had, in his own perfon, made a 
folemn decjaration that he was ** convinced of Demetrius’s 
impofture.”” He foon after produced a comedy, called ** the 
Nun and the Chamber Maid,” and a romance entitled ** the 
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Sufferings of the Family of Ortenberg ;” ‘the Hermit of 
Eormentera;” and ‘* Adelaide of Wulfengen,” were foon after 
written. Of the former we know nothing ; of the latter we 
only know that it is the moft deteftable and mifchievous pro- 
duction which, in thefe days of mifchief, has fallen under 
our notice. A variety of other works, of a different nature, 
(fome actually executed, fome half done, and others only in 
meditation) fucceeded. In the autumn of 1787, he was 
feized with a dangerous il]nefs, during which he wrote ¢ Mi- 
fanthropy and Repent: ance,” andthe *¢ Indians in England ;' 
the latter we have not feen, the former has appeared in this 
country in the fhape of the “Stranger.” 

In the year 1789, his prolific pen “produced the * Virgin of 
the Sun,” the ‘* Natural Son,” and ** Brother Maurice the Hu- 
mourift.” The firft and fecond of thefe pieces have been 
prepared for Britifh palates by Mr. Sheridan, and Mrs. Inch- 
bald, as ** Pizarro,” and * Lovers Vows.” 

We cannot omit the following anecdote: ** At the time 
when Milanthropy and Repe ntance” was played very fre- 
quently at Vienna, the following fquib was one morning found 
in the Emperor-Jofeph the Iid.’s audience chamber: “ in 
this place is performed daily mifanthropy WITHOUT repentance. 
We agree with Koizbue that this “*{arcafm” was both ‘* ie- 
vere and unjuft.” 

The remainder of his literary life confifts of a relation of 
minute circumftances of perfunal intereft, and a {pecification 
of the time when fome other of his w orks made their appear- 
ance, 

It has been not an uncommon opinion, that the political 
fentiments of Kotzbue had a tendency to democracy; tor 
our own parts we do not perceive, from the work before us, 
‘that he has any fixed principles at all on the fubje&. W hen 
any particular occalion offers itfelf to call forth his ideas on 
religion and government, he rather exprefles himfelf entirely 
from his own immediate feelings, arifing from the actual cir- 
eumftance, than makes them fubfervient to, or regulated by, 
any fundamental or permanent principles on fuch important 
points; indeed, on the fubjeét of religion, he treats all de- 
tcriptions with equal contempt ; ; and feems never to have re- 
covered m difgutt which he imbibed at the long fermons in 
the Caftle Church at Weimar.—Individually {peaking, it mat- 
tevs not to us what idess he may entertain privately on the 
dubject ; but it does concern us, in common with the reft of 
the Chriftian world, to reprobate, in the firongeit terms p of- 
fibie, the prelumption and audacity of any writer who thus, 
éx caibedrd, pronoulces ail the world, exeept himfclf, to have 


lived 
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Yived hitherto fn‘a ftate of deception and ignorance, and who 
thus‘infults the underftanding and feelings of thofe who have 
held fuch fubjeéts as facred. That Kotzbue has done this 
in many parts of his works we have no fcruple in afferting ; 
and for having done it, notWith{tanding the juitnefs of his 
claims to brilliancy of dramatic and poctic powers, we feel 
ourfelves compelled to doubt the foundnefs and ftrength of 
his underftanding, and to execrate the frivolity and capriciouf- 
nefs of his principles. 

The life, of which we have endeavoured to give the reader 
fome idea, is contained in 110 pages, and is followed by what 
he terms his ** Flight to Paris.” “T his event to>k place im- 
mediately after the death of his wife, in the autumn of 1790. 
The illnefs and deceafe of his Frederica are defcribed in the 
moft impaffioned and affecting terins; but, though gratify- 
ing to him to have written, it would be tedious to tranferibe. 
“e travelled in a public carriage, the account of which is cer- 

tainly fuch as would deter a ftranger from purfuing the fame 
route, and is given with much vivacity and humour. 

His defcripti on of Frenchmen and French manners, at this 
period, is done with equal truth and ability. 


“ Here,’’ fays ley meaning Paris, ‘* and every where, there is 
fuch an eternal ringing of changes upon liberty, and whatever has 
any relation to it, that it is really fatiguing, Our hair- reff’: ‘r, who 
is a member of the national guard, and a moft zealous democrat, 
never calls the King any thing, but de pawvre homme, aud the Queen 
is commonly la coguine, la mi iferable , el du Rot; if he be in a pare 
ticularly compl: acent humour, however, then it is /a femme de Lisis 
Seize ; and if in a particularly farcaftic one, then /a femme du pose 
wor executif.”” 


The following anecdote we do not rem ember to have feen 
before. 


© Some days ago a dreadful fcene took place at the Opera. The 
piece performed was Iphigenia. At the chorus, chantons, celebrons, 
notre reine, the Duchefs of Biron, and fome others in the neighbour- 
ing boxes, clapped, and applauded extremely, and called encore S 
encore ! which is not ufual at the Opera. “T he performers, however, 
ventured to repeat the chorus, whe ‘n the Duchiefs threw a hare! wreath 
upon the ftage. ‘This was enoug, and more than enough, to reuze 
the people’s fury. ‘They hiffed, they cried, they gave the Duc h@ls 
very opprobrious epithets ; ; they got oranges, apples, and pears, HA: hy 
hard and foft, and pelted her ‘fo that her box was foon Bike 4 fee 
fhop, and the herfelf all over bruifes; fortunately a Knife ie Wis 
thrown miffed her, Some among the populace, more wanton !than 
wicked, brought in a bundle of rods to chaftize her before the-evef of 
the whole public. She had futlicient prefence of mind to keep Mer 
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feat, and to let them go on with perfect compofure. Had fhe quitted 
the box, they had probably broke into the faloon, and, had the at. 
tempted to fay a fingle word, or to make an offenfive gefture, they 
had probably broke into her box. At length all was quiet. The 
Duchefs had all the apples, pears, and oranges, and above all, the 
knife, colleéted together, and fent them the next morning to the Mar. 
quis de la Fayette, with her compliments, and fhe had fent him fome 
Striking teftimonies of French freedom, which fhe requefted him to 
offer upon the altar of liberty in her name.” 


Kotzbue had the following anecdote, he fays, ‘from very 
good authurity :”— 

«¢ When the Duke of Orleans was at Court on New Year’s Day, 
and was ftanding to warm himfelf by the chimney, one of the courtiers 
faid to another, in a half-whifper, yet taking care that the Duke 
fhould over-hear him, What bufine/s has that Ravaillac here? "The 
Duke however was fo prudent as to turn a deaf ear to the remark.” 


On the 4th of January he quitted Paris ; and on the 12th 
arrived at Mentz, where this ‘* flight” ceafes. The whole of 
his vifit to Paris is extremely entertaining, interfperfed with a 
great variety of amufing and pleafant relations on the fubject 
of the Theatres, the National Affembly, &c. &c. all given 
in a lively and animated manner. ‘The work concludes with 
*Sfome account of a Theatrical Inftitution at Reval,” which 
appears to have been a private theatre where gentlemen and 
ladies performed for the benefit of the poor, and ‘a general 
fketch of Kotzbue’s books.”” We fhall here, for the prefent, 
finifh our notice of this work, as it is not improbable but that 
our attention may again be called to it. 

It is but juftice to fay that the tranflation is very well per- 
formed. 


quasar 








Art. III. 4 Refutation of fome of the more Modern Mifrepre- 
fentations of the Society of Friends, commonly called Quakers ; 
with a Life of Yames Nayler. By Jofeph Gurney Bevan. 
Alfo (by permiffion of the Society for Sufferings) a Summary 

the Hiftory, Dodtrine, and Dijfcipline of Friends, 8v0 
P. 124. Phillips. London. 1800. 


UR readers cannot have forgotten, that our firft attack upon 

the Quakers was occafioned by their refufal to contribute to 
the defence of their country by voluntary donations, at a time 
when the general fenfe of the nation fanctioned the aecceffity 
of fuch contributions. ‘The reafons afligned by the Quakers 
in fupport of this refufal appeared to us not only frivolous but 
falfe; and, at the fame time, wholly incompatible with a due 
difcharge 
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difcharge of their political duties as fubjects. Hence arofe aa 
inveftigation of their principles and conduét, and a partial 
kind of controverfy, which has been, for fome time, dropped. 

Whoever maintains a controverfy with this extraordinary 
fe& labours under a difadvantage to wh'ch he would not be 
expofed in a controverfy with any other defcription of perfons 
whatever. For no fooner is a charge brought home to any of 
their leaders, than they have recourfe to fome pitiful fubter- 
fuge or evafion, fometimes denying the authority of fuch lea- 
der, at other times calling for documents of which they know 
the exiftence but believe that their opponents are not in pof- 
feffion of them, and, not unfrequently, oppofing new editions 
of books (from which paflages, detrimental to their caufe, have 
been treacheroufly expunged) to the original copies. In other 
inftances, they deny that men, who have always pafled for 
Quakers throughout life, are really members of the fociety. 
Thus a Quaker who figns himfelf Examiner, contends that 
Joun Warker, Author of the Elements of Geography,* 
which we had occafion to expofe in a former volume, was not 
a Quaker. From all the enquiries which we have made on 
the fubject, from the information of his fellow-ftudents, and 
his intimates, it appears that he always wore the drefs, eflumed 
the manners, profeffed the principles, and attended the meet- 
ings, of the Quakers. Yet weare told that he is not a Quaker ! 
But we muft be excufed, however, if, on fuch a fubject, we 
prefer the teftimony of Mr. Walker himfelf to the aflertion of 
an anonymous correfpondent. 

It is this conftant propenfity to evafion which creates a na- 
tural difguft in the mind to the continuation of a controverfy 
with fuch opponents. That difguft, however, muft be fur- 
mounted. We have taken great pains to obtain pofleffion of 
all the publications that can throw a light on the principles 
and conduct of the fe&t, and the trouble and expence which 
we have bettowed on this object have not been unfuccefsful. 
While we acknowledge that the fect contains a number af 
upright characters, who act up to the principles which they 
profefs, and conduét themfelves with the ftridteft propriety 


—— 





* We mutt avail ourfelves of this opportunity to announce to our 
readers, that, a new, very large, edition of this work (thanks to the 
praifes of the Monthly Reviewers!) has been recently publifhed. We 
earneftly recommend it to fathers of families, and maiters of fchools, 
to examine it with attention, in order to afcertain whether the pros 
fligate parts of it, which we pointed out as cininently calculared to 
corrupt the minds of the rifing generation, have been expunged, before 
they put it into the hands of their children and pupils. MAsewver 
omits this duty is @ traitor to his traf, 
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through life, it is with concern that we have obferved the 
growth of Jacobinical principles among its members, and, of 
late, an extraordinary zeal in procuring converts. We donot 
confider the late legacies of a Quaker to the prefent Lorp 
Mayor and Mr. Stigripan, as decifive proofs of the exif. 
ence of fuch principles in the mind of the teftator, any more 
than we regard the broad brimmed hat, and other external 
characteriftics of Quakerifm, as certain indications of inward 
humility; but they ferve to fhew a certain political bias, which, 
by many of the fect, is carried to a dangerous excets. To 
thofe who are acquainted with their hiftory, there will appear 
nothing new and extraordinary in this aflumption of political 
confequence by the Quakers ; but others, who, with the late 
Serjeant Adair, thought them a harmle(s, inoffenfive, perfe- 
cuted people, like Bayard of old, exempt from reproach, and 
even like Wafhington, as painted by the pencil of adulation, 
Jpotle{s, immaculate,’ may, poflibly, be induced to confider it in 
a different light. Be that as it may, the confiderations which 
we have fuggefted will fully juftify us in paying, to the pamph- 
let before us, more attention than the fubject, at firft fight, 
feems to claim, or than the intrinfic merit of the book itfelf 
can poflibly deferve. It is written in the ufual way of the fect ; 
and, it will appear, from our obfervations, that it might, with 
more propriety, be denominated an evafion of facts, than-a 
detection of mifreprefentations. 

In the introduction,* p. 1, it is faid “ many of the mif- 
reprefentations are now only remembered or heard of, by the 
anfwers which were given to them.” If fo, where was the 
need of the prefent ** Refutation ?” The very contrary appears 
to be far more apparent, fince every perfon at all converfant 
in controverfial Divinity, muft know, that almoft the whole of 
the jargon, put forth by the early Quakers, is now only re- 
membered by the very able and complete “ REFUTATIONS” 
which they received, even to their utter difavowal and conceal- 
ment by the party whofe caufe they were defigned to Proc 

An 





* An advertifement informs the reader that ‘¢ an anfwer is given 
for fo much of Dr. Hawes’s © New and Impartial Hiftory of the 
Church of Chrift” as contains erroneous affertions refpecting the 
Society of Friends or any of their early Members, by a particular or 
virtual difcuflion under fome of the heads into which the pamphlet is 
divided.” The wature of Quaker anfwers we {hall have occafion to 
confider, and an account of the orthodox Dottor’s work will be 
given in its proper place. 

+ Many inftances occur, where not only /e/e@ paffages have been 
defignedly omitted, but avbole works bought up and pesTROYED, 
to prevent the future expofure of sheirfhame, Nor is the old Fox 
forgotten 
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And agreeablyvto this, it is even faid, at P. 2, that ¢* the tracts, 
which, on particular occafions, have been publifhed by their 
qguthors, either to elucidate their doctrines, or defend them, 
feldom attract notice enough to be much purchafed, out of 
the pale of their own fociety.”” A very notable inftance of 
felf-contradiction ! xfua/ with the Quakers, 

~ The author then tects out with a pompous arrangement and 
pretended examination of the feveral accounts given of the 
fociety, by Mofheim, Hume, the Encyclopedia Britannica, and 
their fellow fanatic ‘Vefley: while he as carefully omits thofe 
of many others. We tha‘! therefore follow the author’s plan, 
and begin with “© Mosnerim.” 

At p. 4, he fays, © in Pp. 29, line 2,’ ** the Quakers are faid to 
have made ufe of their pretended infpiration to excite the moft 
vehement commotions in Church and State,” and then modeftly 
adds, “ now I appeal to the page of Englifh Hiftory, and 
DEFY any man to foew, that in the State, ay commotions were 
ever cxcited by the people, much lefs (1F that were Possi- 
BL£) through defign.” But why does he artfully omit to men- 
tion the Church, in his challenge ? We will, however, endea- 
vour to help his recollection by the appeal which he chal- 
Jenyes, and thence point out /ome of thofe many inftances which 
he ** defies any man to fhew.”” ‘Thus we fhall fee how far 
the FRitNDs were deficient in defign or execution, ability or in- 
clination : fhewing, the ** poflibility,” by proving its ** reality,” 
and done under the ** pretence” of immediate ** in/piration.” 

Firft, then, we fhal! remind him, that the monffrous BLAS- 
PHEMIES of Fox, NayLer, and OTHER QUAKERS their 
followers, as Milner and others, occafioned a petition to the 
Council of State, from the gentlemen, juflices, miniffers, and 
people of the county of Lancafter, whofe names were fub- 





forgotten by the young Cubs. Proofs of thefe may be feen in 
letlie’s Works, Vol. LI. ep. 103, &F feg. againft the govern- 
ment: and vp, 451, & /eg. againft the church. With their arti- 
fice of calling for the original copy after twenty years circulation 
of each copy, as *‘ the word of the Lord ;” a tacit acknowledgement 
of their talfhood, either way. A true Quaker dilemma! So 
well aware of this praétice, wa Mr. L. that, at p. 108, he tells his 
opponent “ I fet it down éhus particularly, becaufe the friends may 
know, that it (the original) is ftill in being, and in the hands of 
thofe who will watch the new editions of Fox's Works,” (for it was 
even their champion, that was thus mutilated by his followers) 
“that they fhall neither add nor dimini/b without being fold of it : 
becaufe great pains have been taken to get it out of their hands who 
are ditatfected to their caufe,’ &c. 

NO. XXV. VOL. VI. T fcribed, 
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fcribed, as may be feen at large in Leflie’s Works, Vol, ji, 
P. 25, ‘and then direct his attention to the Adsttimus by which 
GeEorGE Fox was tent, with another FRIEND, to the Der by 
houfe of correction, for BLASPHEMY, as may be icen in 
Buyg’s Works, Pp. 181, and Sewell’s Hiftory of the Quakers, 
P. 24, 


The petition fheweth, that GeorGe Fox, and James Nay. 
tev are ditaffeGed to religion, and the wholelome Jaws of the na- 
tion ; and yet, fince their coming into this country, have broached 
opinions tending to the de ftruction of the relation of suns: crs TO 
THEIR MAGISTRATES, Wives to their bujbands ,cbhiidren to their parents, 


fervants to their mafters, CONGREGATIONS TO THEIR MINISTERS, and 


of a people to their God, &Se, 

‘© ‘The Mittimus is addreffed to the Mafter of the Houfe of Cor- 
rection in Derby, gery: . we have fent you here withal, the bo- 
dies of G. Fox, late of A/ansfeld, in the county of Notti ingham, 
(fhocmaker!) and Jonny Faetwet L, late of Stanithy, in the 
couniy of Derdy, hutbandman, brought before us this prefent day, 
and charged with the avowing, uttering, and broaching of divers 
bhujpbemous opinions, contrary to a late att of p arliament ; which 


upon their examination before us, THEY Dave CONFESSED, Thete 
are therefore to require you, &e. Given under our hands Sia feals 
this 30th day of October, 1050,” : 


GEORGE BENNET, 

NATH, BARTON, 
So much for their champions, Fox and NAyYLER. We will 
now procced to others 3, and retreth the author’s m« MOrY again, 
with an ind.ctment for other of his peaceable friends as related 


in Sewell, P. 345. The jurers for our Lord the Kine, da 
prefent, upon their bi ies ARTHUR F3sner, late of the 


parith of St. Olave, in the borough of Southwark, in the 
couty of Surry, yeoman; NATHANIEL Roprinson of the 
fame, yeoman: JOHN CHANDLER of the fame, yeoman, and 
OTHERS, being wicked, danycrous, and Sepirious SEC- 
“LT ARLES, and “diftyal perfons, and above the age of fixteen 
years, who, on the 2gth day of June, in the year of the reign 
of our Lard Ch rles the fecond, by the mace of God, King, 
&c. the 14th, have ob/inately refuted, aud every one of them 
hath obftinateiy refuted to repair. into fome church, chapel, 
or ufual place of common prayer, according to the laws and 
ftatutes of the kingdom of England, in the like cate fet forth, 
&c. To wit, on the third day of Auguft, in the year of the 
reignfof the faid Charles, &c. in the parith of St. Olave, afore- 
faid, mn the Borough, &c. of themielves, did voluntarily and 
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unlawfully joim in, and were preient at an unlawful aflembly, 
conventicle, and meeting, at the faid parith, &c. under calour 
and prete nce” (obferve the pretence is fpecified) * ot the exercife 
of religion ; acainjt the Jaws and ttatutes of this kingdom, 
&e. in contempt of owr faid Lord the King that now iSy his 
Jaws, and to the evil and dang TCYONS £: camp I: of all others in the 
Jike cafe, offending | ag aintt ‘the peace of our faid Lord the 
King, &c. his crown sad dignity, and contrary to the form of 
the fatute in this fame cafe fet forth and prov ided.’ 

Alfo another for William Penn, and other peaceable friends 
by the bundred. The indictment containeth, according to 
Sewell (Pp. 479) ‘* that WittiAmM Penn and WiLLiAM 
MEAD, with divers other perfons, to the number of THREE 
HUNDRED, at Gracechurch Street, in London, on the 15th 
Augutt, with for ‘ce and arms,” (which we thus fee they can 
ule when convenient) ** TUMULTUOUSLY, aflembled together, 
and that WitLiAM Penn, by agreement between him and 
WitzttaM Meap, had preached there in the public ftreet, 
whereby was caufed a great concourfe and TUMULT of people, 


°? 
<xC. 


What will the author now fay to his challenge? Did he not 
expe it by artfully forbearing to name the Church again? If 
thefe inftances are not fufficient to confound and aba/h his te- 
merity, we can eafily furnifh more: but the general notoriety 
of thofe adduced are abundantly /fuficicnt to fubffantiate the 
charge, © wilfully exciting commotions in the Church,” 

We will now advance a {tep further, and after naming the 
punifhment of Nayler (being pilloried and bored through the 
tonvuc, with an ages iron) for blafphemy, as may be feen in 
Buggs 'sWorks., 50, and Sewells’s Hi ft. ry, @. 136, ¢ vive fume 
other proofs fiibdn ae exploits of their champion. 


““ Fox was moved to go into Beverly Steeple Houfe, and {peak 
in the mighty power of God, which was /o /frong, that it ftruck a 
mighty dread among the people: and while he was at Juflice Ho- 
thams,a woman from Beverly attributed this to an Angel or Spirit, 
which afterwards pafled away, and they did net know whence it 
came, or whither it went. ‘Lhen I (for) gave an account that I 
was at the Steeple Houte ‘Lar day, declaring the truth.” Journal, 

P. 53. 1051.* 

In another Steeple-Houfe, Fox was** moved of the Lord God, 


to fay to the Dr. — Come down thou decerver :” he alfo adds, 
that “ the prie(t, amazed, ran away, and he ipake to the ul 








— 





* This was kept fecret till 1694, and nof publithed until that 
time. It was alfo communicated to Bugg, by ¢be ju/flice himfelf. 
see hidden Things brought io light, in Buggs Works, P. 179. 
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ple. Journal, rp. 56. 1694. * At York Minfter he was 
moved of the Lord’ to {peak to Prieft Bowls, ard his people 
“* from the Lord, faying this ts the word of the Lord.” But, 
very properly, they did not believe him, on dzs cwn authority, 
according.to the forewarning of our Lord againtt deceivers: 
for he al Hoag “they hurried him out, and threw him 
down the fteps.”” ** Yct,” he modeftly adds, ** the very 
vom from the fpirit ef God in me, opened the people, and 
ftruck them to the heart, whereby many were convinced, and 
owned the groans reached them.” Jcurnal, Pp. §7, 1694.* 
Again, ** the word of the Lord told him to go to the Steeple- 
Houfe: the prieft difcourfed with him, but he ftopped him, 
and made him filent.”” Journal, p. 58, 1694.¢ ‘* Another 
prieft fent to me to difpute. Friends went with me, but the 

rieft flipt out of the houfe, and hid himfelf under a hedge. 
Then I went to the Steepie-Houfe Yard, but the preft fled” 
(what truce at one the?) “ for rHe Lorp’s powEeR came 
over both prieft and people, fo that it was @ dreadful thing to 
them, when it was told them THE "MAN IN LEATHER 
BRFECHES IS COME.” Journal, Pp. 60, 1694. ** At Oram, 
I was moved to go to the Steeple-Houfe, where the prieft had 

ot another to Ae/p him, but both fied away.’” Journal, p. 64, 
1694.§ *¢ A trooper fitting in the Steeple- Houle, hearing the 

rieft, great trouble came upon him, amd the voice of THE 
Eoxs unto him, faying, doeff thou not know that my fervant 
G. Fox is in prijon, go to HIM, for dircétion, fo 1 fpake to his 
condition, and his underitanding was opened.’’ Journal, 
P. 45, 1694. | 

So much for the irriflible power, and divine authority of THE 
MAN WITH LEATHER BREECHES |! 

Theie are furely fufiicient inftances of the Quakers di/- 
turbing the peace of the CuurcH ; and being taken from the 
ate of G. /ox, mult be undoubted authority for them. 

roofs, not ony of their difturbance, but of that pre/umptucus, 





* This was done in 1051, but kept fecret like the other. 

+ Done in 1651, and kept feeret ti}] 1004, 

t Said tobe done in 1651, and publithed 1694. 

§ Done in 1651. 

|} Done in 1050. See alfo many paralle) cafes in the Journals 
of other fanatical enthufiatts as Wditpel/, Weoley, Swedenhourg, 
Romifh Legends, Se. A compariton is alfo drawn (in Pugg's Works, 
-p. 180) between the Quaker: and Jefuits, and indeed they are more 
nearly related than the Quakers are willing to own, being feurded 
on the my/ic {chifm, and continued by corretpondence from Pen, &c. 
as we fhall bave occafion to mention in {peaking of their origin, in 
the iummary,” &c. 
blalphemous, 
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blafphemous, and lying fpirit, by which they were produced ; 
and alfo evinced in the dreadful dod?rines they broached, which 
will be confidered in an examination of the ** fummary of dif- 
cipline,”’ &c. 
Other inftances of blafphemy are alfo given in the pérfons 
_of Fox, Nayler, Whitehead, Smith, Love, Burroughs, &c. &c. 
in Bugg’s Works, Pp. 340, and for the aflumption of divine 
titles and equality with God, Chrift, &c. in Leflie’s works, 
Vol. II. p. 25. In one inftance, Fox fays of a wrtne/s brought 
to prove his bla(phemy, “I called the acculer ‘Fudas, and told 
him, that Judas’s end fhou!ld be his: that was the WORD OF 
THE LorD AND OF Curist, through me ta him;’’ ana adds, 
“ this Judas fhortly afier hanged himfelf.” This being de- 
figned to fhew God’s judgements againft-. their adverfa- 
ries, as attefted in feveral inftances, named in Bugg’s Works, 
P. 345, is happily contralted by the fame author, at P. 348.* 
For many fimilar inttances, fee Fox’s Journal. Some alfo 
went into Churches and through the ftreets naked, beimeared 
with faces, as Solomon Eccles, Thomas Holmes, Daniel Smith, 
Mary Collinfon ; the wives of Adlington, Nuby, Se. See Les- 
lie’s works, Vol. Il. p. 268. Such was the practice, and 
we may {ce how it was continued by the principles diflemi- 
nated, for it is well known the female Quakers laboured and 
travelled in more ways than one! See Buge’s Works, P. 207, 
&c. cntorced by others, for the advice and encouragement of 
the followers in the fame path of abufe again{t the Cuurcu 
and Clergy; which does and muft, as truly characterize 
“ difturbing the Church” (for which it was expre/sfy done) as 
an alienation of the fubject from Jawful obedience, marks 
rebellion and treafon inthe Srate. ‘The following examples, 
therefore, fhall be extracted (like the former) from their own 
works, Jor fay they, 
 Firft of all, our mouths were opened, and fpirits filled with in- 
dignation againft the pric#s, and with them, and againit them, we 
Sift began the war—as the foundation of all wickednefs, deceivers, 
Anti-chrif.” And this firft work we entered upon, to lay open 


their fhame.F ‘“ But what fayeft thou, O Church of England, open 
thine 





* A copious lift is given of fuicides by Quakers, and accidents 
happening to them in the commitlion of various fins, as drunken 
nefs, forncation, adultery, &c. &c. alfo of punithments, for trea- 
jonable plots againft the government; fupplying the enemy with 
lead for bullets, &c. &c. im the perfons of Langhorn, Brown, Ru/?, 
Pits, Chambers, Bolton, Green, Coveny, Yates, Ruffel, Phillips, Upfber, 
Atkinjon, Willilee, Moon, &c. &e. 

+ Edward Burroughs’s Works, P. 30 to 34. Printed, 1654, in 

13 Ato. 
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thine eyes, and behold, &c. what monfters (i. e. Bifhops,) thou hag 

enerated in thine adulterous womb. I will try thee, an adulterous 
err fet up in the midnight of apoftacy. Thy witchcrafts, (here 
let it be remembered that the Quakers acente all thofe of witch- 
craft who fpeak not by infpiration ‘) and Soreeries, thy common 
prayer is feen to be conceived in thy adulterous womb, and to 
branch from the pope’s eldeft fon.* Hear and confider ye Bi/bops, 
Deans, Prebevdaries, Vicars, Curates, and art Prelaticals. You 
mutt all come to the bar.” + ‘ The purity of the Church is out of 











4to; in 1072, folio. Nayler had previoufly been an independent, 
but was rejected for his d/a/phemy, and wantonne/s with the wife of 
Mr, Roper; declaring it as his mind, that he might gre with ayy 
woman of the fame opinion. An authortfed w horedom! For, ‘Cater, 
&c, chofe more privacy : as was proved upon cath, the firtt bed: ding 
with Margaret Fellin Newg gate, an. { forbidding any to difturb them: 
the Jatter debauching the fervant of Richard Jobfon at Huntingdon, 
telling her it was no fin for them: and alfo Margaret Everard upon 
the fame plea ; which he afterwards publickly vindicated, Othe r 
proofs are allo given of 4a/ards by George Smith of Ely, his wi 
living, &c. &c. as may be feen in Br uge"s Works, p. 208 snd 
fequel. A rape by Henry Pickworth, fecured by a carrant from 
Chrijiupher Berrisford, Etq. - tice, but made up for five pounds, as 


certified by Thomas Barns , 455, with other examples, in ////- 
liam Waraick, who kept a woman, 7% oma Thurfien, pretending the 


{pirits direGtion to feduce the governor’s wite, as he did. ‘Ihe 
woman publickly alledging this reafon at their meeting. Jo/n 
Moon dying of hues, &e. at Pp. 487. See alfo Leilie’s W orks, Vo! 
I. vp. 382, Chrifopher Atkinfon and Robert Letchworth hanged 
for felony. See Buges’ 5 Ww orks, pr. 3. 19. Many other infiances are 
recorded in Bugg’s Pilgrim's Progrefs from Quakerifm te Chritii- 
anity, 4to. chap. 14. Pp. 130 and fequel ; and at Pp, 140, 2 curious 
account Is given of George Smith's condué re{pecting his battard’s 
birth : giving tive pounds to have it removed twenty miles diftant : 
placing it at nurfe, in the name of another man (Robert Turner) 
and cheating CHARMAN of part of the money to be given tor the 
writings. Bugg alfo adds, in rp. 141, “1 am the larger on this head, 
Xe. becaufe he is alive, and able to juttify himfelf “by law.” And, 
at Pp. 143, “I could enlarge much more on this head, as in the 
cates of Thomas Rudyard, Thomas Biidle, Elizabeth Wooly, Se. &e. 
but with the author of tyranny and bypocerify, p. 51, I thall fay— It 
is fofudl of obfceni fy aiid pf) ‘ophanene]s that love to the pref ¢ffion of reusglen 
forbids its publication, With an account of the innoc ent laties and 
daughters of Sion, mentioned in Macklow’s book,“ ‘The Spirit,” &e. 

* ‘The writer feems not aware of his own relation to the pope as 
ftated in note teven, or that every tenet of our admirable Common- 
Prayer was ellablithed as apofio! ical before the Roman Catholic 
€hurch exited. 

t W, Smith's Works. #. 104, printed 1003. 
fioht, 
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hig ht, &c. as they confefs, they have no health in them, &c.* 
fae tell me, ye of the Chur h of England, admirers of Univer 
fities, Church Government, Littanies, &c. with other dirty traf 
and foul tuperftition.¢ Stand up and anfwer me, ye members of 
the Church of England, are they not of popith generation,$ Alas! 
poor fouls, are you not at, your Lord have mercy upon us, from 7 
to 70, § .o the /hume and dejirudtion of human faociety, equalling, if 
n t outftripping Papitts and Heathens, &c:; I am not of the world, 
W, Pexn || 

« The pxtests are twining ferpents, filthy beafts, 70 PRAYERS can 
ewe fend, but for their deftruction.Y You are children of the devil, 
blaiphemers, {landerers, v vipers ; you are damned curfed for the fire. 
Sons of perd:tion, reprobi ites, adders, whofe fair glotfes of Scrip- 
ture mult go into the lake.** Hypocrites to whom the plagues of 
God are due: We Witness that Curisr 1s 1N SATAN’S CHAINS, 
For defruction you are ora atin d, into the lake, eternally, Lucifer- 
like, &c. You feed upon du/?, whic h is the Scriptures. You are 
cursep oF Gov.tt Your cup is the cup of de vils, and your table, 
the table of devils, &c. Tow can i efcape damnation? Ye are 
aniwered from the mouth of the Lord. t} The fword of tur Loxp 
is drawn agai? you all, and ye cannot ‘ele ape, it Jhall be upon you 
howl all ye prietts, &c. plagues are coming are you, The Lorp 
OF HOSTS HATH SPOKEN IT, Joyful sy ye faints, joytul days ye 
righteous ones, treedom from all hirelings, &e.” §§ 

The Quakers here teem finging and dancing for joy. Thefe 
quotations fufhciently prove what tjirit they are of, and that 
they not only did difturb the church, but would have over~ 
thrown it by every means «° bla/phemy, murder, and perjury. 

In other fpecime: ns, they fay, the prief@s “ are conjurets, |||| thieves, 


~ * Alluding to this / riptural ev preflion in our liturgy. The pa- 
rable of the Pharifee and Publican are too obvioufly applicable here, 
to be mz/-applied. 

f An attempt to invalidate that difcipline and order enjoined by 
the apoftle, which the Quakers fomuch detpite and wanz. 

t See note 7. 

§ ‘This is an allufion to our litany, as oppofed to their doétrine 
of perfection / 

|| Lrath exalted (or rather delied) by W. Penn. = ?. 8, 93 printed 
1671 

4] A proof of their chariiy and Jove! For more examples, fee 
Leilie’s Works, Vol. II. ep. 96 and Bug’s Works. 

** ‘This will appear to be the Quakers picture of THEMSeLVes, 

tt News coming up, &c. vp. 13. 

tt Ver Truth’s Defence, by G. Fax, and R. Hubbertherne ; 
printed 1653, ep. 14 to 16; 22 to 25; 27, 49 to 61; 80 to 84; ga; 
LOL ; a Re. 

6§ N lews out of the North, byG. Pox. 1655, Pp. 27; 3°9 

Ij} Let it be here resnembered that lox calls all thofe conjurers 
who do not {peak from the mouth of the Lord. See his Saul’s Errand, 


P. 7? 4a 1054, 
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robbers, anti-chrifts, witches, devils, babylon’s merchants {e. 
ling beaftly ware; the Scriptures, wolves, dogs, blood hounds, 
grafping after your prey, like the mouth of hell, barking like {o- 

omites, woe, woe, woe is your portion, and of your upholders, 
&c. * 

“T {peak of you all, therefore FLAMES, FLAMES of fire is prepared 
by rue Lorn, to confume you as dry ftubble: fuch as you are, 
are not paralelled by any thing that draweth breath. Gop’s ever. 
lafting decree is fealed againft you. Burnings, burnings, burnings, 

















with unquenchable fire, is your portion from the Lorp Goo of Hea- - 
ven and earth. How dare you prefume to frame a God to worthip, 

under the name of gofpel-worfhip, and Chriftian miniftry, in ftone- to 
houfes called churches.” Obferve, “Gop rraisrs Gon, his praife $1 


and worfhip for ever, is, From THEE UNTO THkE.” A pretty [pice of 

the Quakers divinity! “ O,1I have feen eternity ; I have feen eter. 

nity ; O the plagues, &c. to be poured upon this wicked nation both a 
priefts and people. The Lord God hath {poken it, and he will not 
repent. A terrible portion of the ;/agues of Goo ALMIGHTY are 
you priests to have above wil others. Gov »etrernat hath tpoken 
it. You have reafon to be filent, and ttop your mouths, and ji: down 
contented to be thus ranked and paralellcd, which is truth, and no 
flander, and fo I finith my teftimony concerning you:”f¢ with a 
fpecimen of prophecy and command ! 


This (from an abundance) will furely bé fufficient to prove 
the QUAKERS good intenticns towards the CHURCH and 
CLERGY, and how very averie they were (and, indeed, are 
from profeffing and teaching thefe principles) to excite any 
difturbance in either. How amicpble their {pirit, how dove- 
dike their tenets, how fearful of offending, how true and 
loyal. Surely, as Mr. Norris fays, “* they are fuch a bitter 





— a 


* A brief difcovery, &c. by Fox, Nayler, Aldham, Nicholfon, 
Harwood, and Lawfon. 1653, rp. 7, 8 and feq. 

+ E. Burroughs’s Works, Epitile, rp. 30 to 3-4; printed 1654. Ato. 
1672, folio. Ina work, entitled Melius Inquirendum, by G. White- 
head and Rd. Claridge, v. 278 and feq. printed 1706, the clergy are 
called Pagan preachers, and Ethic lecturers from Tully, Seneca, &c. 
as pleafing detter than the Binte; forgetting they had called the 
Scriptures duj?, dung, ferpents, meat, a deadly poifon, rotten foundation, ax 
idol, not teaching to worship God, &c. &c. (fee Bugg’s Works, rp. 57) 
and blamed the prieits for feeding upon them, or teaching front 
them. Excellent proof of xnanimity in the Quaker doétrines, and 
fample of their infallible fpirit. Might not ¢bey bluth, at the pa- 
gans here condemned. Surely they will be condemned /y them, 
as our Bleffed Lord hath foretold. Who having greater light, are 
“ two-fold -more the children ot hell.” “ Sued thall receive the 
greater damuation.” 

Soul- 
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foul-mouthed feet, that it would bea bleffing if they were fpeechlefs,” 
believing, ** the archangel received better me a from the 


devil himfelf, when difputing about the body of Mofes: they 
are truly de/pifers of that wifdom above, which is firlt pure, 
peaceable, gentie, and admiring that from dbelow.* 

So much for their ** ju/? and /awful trial of the minifters,” 
as this is called in Burroughs’s Works. 

Having thus confidered their good intentions towards the 
CHURCH, and how much more eafy it is for the author to 
** defy” proof than to repel it, we thall proceed in our next, 
to exhibit fome few initances of their conduct refpecting the 
STATE. 

(To be continued.) 


—- 


Art. IV. An Effay on Military Law, and the Pradice of 
Courts Martial. By Alexander Frafer Tytler, Efq. Ad- 
vocate, and Judge-Advocate D. of N. Britain. 8vo. 
Egerton. 1800. 





ERE there in our Journal a department entitled, The 
Reviewers anticipated, we fhould in that department 
confider the work before us. Its ** object being to exhibit the 
mihtary law as a part of the laws of the land, enacted by the 
fame authority, enforced by the fame power, and refting on 
the fame foundation of juftice, good policy, and humanity,” 
it requires no great fagacity to anticipate the character which 
will be given of it by thofe humane critics, who are perpetually 
lamenting the miferies of war, and groaning over the {tate of 
flavery in which the foldier lives. But this is not the greateft 
of our author’s offences. He has dared to queftion the autho- 
rity of Sir Matthew Hale, and Sir William Blackflone ; to 
plead for the lawfulne(fs of occafionaily atchieving conquefts ; 
and even to vindicate a ffanding army in the time of peace. 
What a deferter of the rights of man! But, let him {peak for 
himfelf. 


“© The foundation of the military or martial law is, that which is 
common to all law whatever,—the neceility of things. As from the 
condition of human nature, no ttate can fubfift without occaftonal war- 
fare, it was an carly difcovery in political economy, that a body of 
proteflional foldiers qwas much better fitted for attaining the ends both 
of fecurity and defence, and the atchieving of conqueits, (which « 
neceffary policy, at times, mutt juitify) then thefe temporary forces 
which avere raifed by occafionally embodying and arming a portion 





* Norris on the Divine Light, pP. 19. 
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of the citizens. War is a fcience which is not to be attained in any 
meafure of perfection, without a regular initiation in its elements, 
and a long and uninterrupted exercife of its dutics. Moreover, as 
there isin all liberal profeffions an e/prit du corps, or general charace 
ter of the body, which is known to have the moft admirable effect in 
cherifhing the laudable, and in fupprefling the faulty or degenerate 
temperaments of the individuals which compole it,, the principle of 
honour, which is the general | character of the military order of citi. 
zens, could not have had its full operation, unlefs the military voca. 
tion had ftood difcriminated from all others, and ranked asa profetiion 
which gave to its members an appropriate character and name in civil 
fociety. 

é6 Expediency, therefore, and the wifett policy having render. 
ed the military condition a regular profeiion in all civilized nations, 
it became neceflary that this body of men, who, from their number, 
were capable of becoming cither a powerful inftrument of good, or a 
formidable engine of evil, fhould be regulated by certain laws, ex. 
clufively adapted and proper to their ftate. It was requilite that they 
fhould act with regularity, with prompritude and unanimity ; and 
for that purpofe it was effentially neceflary that they fhould feel them- 
felves perpetually under the ftri¢teft fubordination, and yield the 
moft perfect and abfolute obedience to the command of their leaders. 
For this purpofe, a facrifice of a greater portiomt of the perfonal liberty 
of individuals is neceflary in the profeflion of a ponticr, than in any 
other of the employments of civil life; for without that facrifice the 
army could not for a moment be kept together. Neceffity, there. 
fore, requires that certain reftraints fhould be impofed on all the ranks 
of men who compofe the military force of the State, which are 
foreign to the condition of other citizens. But when it is confidered 
for what a noble end thofe fucrifices are made, no lefs than the fecu- 
rity, peace, and welfare of the whole community, and that, in them- 
felyes, they infringe not on any one effential ingredient of rational 
hiverty, or the mott comfortable enjoyment of life; when it is con- 
fidered that thofe trivial reftraints are mott amply coipenfated bv the 
wife, humane, and bountiful provifions that are made for the foldier, 
after he is releafed with honour from the fatigues of his profeilion, 
and the immunities and privileges he enjoys in that tide, above all 
others of his fellow-fubjects ; there is no man poflefling a liberal or 
well-conttiruted mind, who will complain of the hardthips of the m1- 


litary profeffion, far lefs arraign its peculiar regulations of inexpedi« 
ency or injuftice.”’ 


This is fo direly contrary to the illuminized philanthropy 
of the prefent day, of which the profefled objeét is to fet man- 
kind free from every reftraint, civil, military, and religious, 
that we fhall be much furprifed, indeed, if it be not attacked 
by a hoft of critics. Such of thefe critics as are matters of 
their bufinefs will fhove the book into a corner of their month- 
ly catalogue, that their readers may be induced to fuppofe it 
unworthy 
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unworthy 6f minute attention; others will probably declaim 
againtt it, in general terms, as a minifterial publication ; but 
they will all avoid an examination of its re afonings, for ‘thefé 
reafonings are unan{werable. Such treatment as this, fhould 
he mect “with it, will not much furprife the author; for he 
feems to have expected nothing better, when he wrote the 
following paragrapn : 

‘ Thefe remarks I mean not to addrefs to our modern advocates 


for the natural and umprefereptrdle rights of man, thofe benevolent 
apottles of liberty, who, in their zeal “for the happinefs of the whole 


human race, acti ond utterly difregard all the inferior ties of 


ordinary patriotifm ; the predilection for one particul: ir country above 
all others, the refpect for tts laws the duty of obedience to its go. 
vernment, the partial affection for its conftitution. Of this enlight- 
ened f{pecies of philanthropy, it is an effential dottrine, that the 
military condition, which hitherto, in every civilized nation, has 
been held as honourable, dignified, and manly, is a ftate of the mott 
unjuft, intolerable, and debafing fervirude. 

“¢ Bure if, with thefe generous advocates in the caufe of humanity, 
I wave all argument (and that for the beit of reafons, becaufe we hold 
no common principles of reafoning on which the argument could be 
conducted), it is with real concern, that [ am compelled to notice, 
and, in fo doing, widely to diffent from the opinions of authors of a 
very different clafs, indeed, from thofe alluded to.” 


Thefe authors are Sir William Blackftone, and Sir Mat- 
thew Hale ; the former of whom thus exprefles his opinion of 
Martial las * 


« Martial law, which is built upon no fettled principles, bat is 
entirel) arbitrary in its decifions, is, as Sir Matthew Hale obferves, t 
in truth and reality, no law, but fomething todulged rather than al. 
lowed as law. The neceflity of order and di (cipline 1 anarmy is 
the only thing which can give it countenance; and therefore it ough 
not to be permitted 1 in time of peace, when the King’ $s courts are Open 
for ail perfons to receive jultice according to the laws of the land’? 

After beftowing very liberal but merited applaufe on Sir Matthew 
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Hale and Sir W. Blackitone for their profound knowledge of the. 


civil laws of their country, Mr. Tytler obferves, of this paragraph, 
that it ‘* teems with error, with in confi tency, and with mifreprefen- 
tation. The princip! les of military law,’’ fays he, are as certain, de- 
terminate, and immutable, as are the prin ciple s of the common and 
ftatutary law, which regulate the civil claffles of fociety.—The mar- 
tial law is a code of regulations for the maintenance of order and 
difcipline in the army. The matiny-a¢t and the articles of war, 
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* Comment. book 1, ch. 13. 
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which contain the rules of that difcipline, are framed by the joint 
will and co-operation of the two Houfes of Parliament and ot the 
Sovereign, the legiflative and executive powers of the State ; and the 
obfervance of thefe rules is enforced, either by plain, fpecific, and 
fixed penalties appropriated to each offence, where fuch offence is of a 
pofitive nature aimitting of no gradations, or [the penalties ] are left, 
in certain cafes, where the offence admits of degrees of criminality, to 
the decifion of a jury, in other words, of a court-martial, With 
what juftice or propriety the military law can therefore be faid, in the 
words of Judge Blackitone, to be entirely arbitrary in its dectfons, 
every impartial mind will determine.” 


Having fhewn that the Bil of Rights itfelf declares a ftand- 
ing army, in time of peace, if with the confent of Parliament, 
to be legal and conftitutional, our author replies to the con- 
cluding fentence of the paragraph quoted, by putting the fol- 
lowing pertinent queftions : 


‘© Can the common and ftatute law, adminiftered in the King’s 
ordinary courts, apply to, or take cognizance of, breaches of military 
difcipline ? Are the civil courts competent to the trial of defertion, 
mutiny, difobedience of orders, infolence to fuperior oficers, breach 
of arreft, falfe mutters, &c.? Are thefe tribunals veited with the 
power of punifhing cowardice? Or does the common and ftatutary 
law reach the namelefs and undefinable offences arifing from that tur- 
pitude of conduct in the ordinary occurrences of life, which the mili- 
tary code molt emphatically defcribes as undecoming the charaéter of an 
oficer or a gentleman ? Yet without fome power which is adequate to 
the reitraint and correction of all thofe [uiefe}] deviations from the 
duty of a foldier, the army could not exiit for a fingle day.” 


Sir W. Blackftone who feems to have paid very little at- 
tention to the military ftate and the laws by which it is govern- 
ed, exprefles his regret that the foldiery ** fhould be reduced 
to a ftate of fervitude in the midit of a nation of free men ; 
for Sir Edward Coke, fays he, informs us, ‘* that it is one of 
the genuine maiks of fervitude, to have the law, which is our 
rule of action, either concealed or precarious: Mifera ef? jer- 
vitus, ubi jus eff vegum aut incognitum.” 


In reply to this groundlefs lamentation, our author afks, “ where 
is the country here alluded to, where the military law is either 
vague and precarious, or unknown? Surely it is noc Britain, Can 
that law be termed vague or precarious, which confifts but of a very 
few fimple regulations, deliberately enacted by the whole branches of 
the legiilature ; renewed, ii is true, in their binding obligation from 
year to year, but fcarcely undergoing cven the moft trivial alteration ? 
Can that law be termed concealed or unknown, which receives not 
only the ordinary promulgation of all other acts of the legiflature, by 
ite entry in the printed itatuie-book ; but which muti, by potitive 
regulation, 
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lation, be repeatediy inculcated on the memory of every indie 
vidual of the military profeilion ? for the articles of war, the fub. 
ftance of the military code, mutt be read at the head of every regie 
ment once every two months. How then can it be, with juttice, 
afferted, that this law is either concealed or precarious? Such pofie 
tions are equally abfurd as they are mifchievous. Ir gives me pain 
to make thefe remarks on a few particular notions of an author, for 
whofe opinions on the general doctrines of the law, I have, in come 
mon with the world, the higheft refpect. But I plead here the caufe 
of the Military profeflion, which is injured and degraded through 
actual ignorance of the nature of its eftablifhment and laws.”’ 


This caufe he pleads with complete fuccefs, proving that 
martial law, fuch as it is defcribed by Hale, and marked by 
Blackftone, has now no exiftence in Britain ; that the mutiny 
act, which is the foundation of the prefent military code, is 
more truly the act of the people than any other ftatute of the 
realm ; that the foldier is liable to no penalties not decrecd 
by this act, but fuch as are of a flight and fubordinate nature ; 
and, in a word, that the military law, far from being a {et of 
anomalous ‘** and arbitrary regulations, is a wife, humane, 
and liberal fyftem, built on principles as fixed and permanent, 
and refting on a bafis of as undifputed legality as the common 
and itatute laws of the land, of which in reality it forms a part.” 


We have dwelt fo Jong on this introductory chapter, by 
which we have been at once entertained and inftructed, that 
we mult poftpone our remarks on the great body of the effay to 
a fubfequent Number of our Journal.. We cannot, however, 
take our leave of the author at prefent, without noticing a 
few inaccuracies in his language, which, thouzh they fink in- 
to infignificance, when compared with his found principles, 
legal knowledge, and Jogical reafoning, it mav be worth his 
while to correct in a fecond edition. ‘Iwo of thefe we have 
pointed out in paffing, and have only to add to them, that the 
verbs was, were and gave, which, in the firlt extract, we have 
printed in Italic characters, fhould be #5, are, and gives. It 
vas not an early diicovery that a body of profeffional foldiers 
tvas, at a period prior to the difcovery, better fitted for attain- 
ing the ends of fecurity and defence, &c. but that fuch a body 
is at all times better fitted, &c. Again, when {peaking of the 
good effect of the efprit du corps, Mr. Tytler furely does not 
mean to fay that the operation of the principle of honour de- 
pends upon the military vocation ranking as a profeffion, 
which, at fome indefinite paft time, gave to its members an 
appropriate character; but upon its ranking as a profeffion, 
which gives now, gave always, and ever will give to its memes 
bers fuch a charaéter,. The verb, therefore, fhould in rte 
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thefe fentences be the tenfe which Harris: calls the aorift of 

the prefent. ‘The fame objection lies to the ufe of were in the 

beginning of the fecond paragraph : the members of the mili. 

tary body now are, ever were, and ever will be capable of be-* 
coming either a powerful inftrument of good, or a formidable 

engine of evil. ‘Theie are, undoubtedly, blemifhes in {tyle; 

but blemifhes fo trifling, that he who can put them in balance 

With the beauties of the compofition, muft be confidered, we 

will not fay as dull, but as a rancorous Jacobin, 


(To be concluded in our next.) 





— <a _ ——- 





Art. V. Practical Objervations on the Revelation of St. John. 
Written in the Year 1775. By the late Mrs. Bowdler. 
8vo. 5s. Pr. 104. Robinfons and Hatchard. London. 
1800. 


{\ the whole courfe of our literary labours, we have never 
found ourfelvcs more fully rewarded, than in the perufal of 
the publication betore us. It may, perhaps, have eained more 
upon our hearts, from feeing not only the religious parent 
training up her offspring in the love of God and the know- 
Jedge of his word, but trom being able to trace the effects of 
thefe early inftructions through the progreflive manners and 
habits of children, who have fu! flled every expectation, and 
who have exhibited the tra¢ts of their Euntce’s education in the 
faee, and to the bleffing of fociety. 

We know not, indeed, how to comment on a work which we 
would recommend to veneral notice, and in which, could the 
fevereft criticifm difcover any errors, it would be at once dil- 
armed by the avowal, and the motives of its truly chriftian 
author for writing it. We will tranfcribe this paflage as it 
ftands fubjoined to the pretace of its amiable editor, and who 
thus (unconfcioufly we belicve) brings an additional proof to 
many others, in the pofleflion of the public, of the juftice of 
our reflections. 


« As what I have written muft remain after me, or not 
anfwer the purpofe for which it is defigned, I think it due to the 
modeity of my fex, and the humility of a chriftian, to declare the 
motives which made me firft enter on fo bold an undertaking. 1 
little thought to have fet up for a teacher; but God, who has been 
pleafed to blefs me with a numerous family, has thereby made it 
my duty to initruct them; and that more efpecially in the holy 
ferptures. Were men born, as fome have imagined, with capaci- 
ties futhcient of themfelves to know and underftand the truth, in- 
firuction were not only needle{s but rafh, as tending to prejudice 
young minds; but my own experience, as well as that of —_— 
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has convinced me this is not the cafe. ‘The mind of man isa blank, 
and if care be not taken to fill it with ufeful knowledge, it will 
fil itfelf with trifles. Prejudice of education is abfolutely unavoid- 
able. He who is taught, is commonly prejudiced in favour of what 
he has learnt; he who ts untaught, is as really prejudiced againft 
even the mott evident truths, merely because he is unacquainted 
with them. Reafon unaflifted will never teach man his duty; and 
the inftruction of the parent was doubtlets the defign of Providence. 
The ufe of reafon 1s to apprehend what is taught, and to reétity, 
when ttrong enough, the miftakes of education. ‘That my clildren 
may be enabled to do fo, is the chief reafon why I have ventured 
to put my thoughts in writing. Had I only inftructed them by 
word of mouth, my opinions would have grown familiar, perhaps 
have been adopted as their own; and, if erroneous, would thereby 
be more tenacioufly retained; whereas, by leaving thofe opinions 
in writing, I give them opportunity, not only to examine them by 
themfelves, but to call in the advice of more able perions. That f 
may have made many miiiakes, is probable; but 1 hope my endea- 
vours will be mercifully accepted by Him whom alone I ought to 
feck to pleafe ; to whom be glory now and for ever. Amen.” 


We will now refume the purport of our author, which feems 
to have been, to draw forth trom a ftore. houfe of faith, little 
reforted to and lefs ufed, materials of practical utility—to fit 
the pattern of heavenly things to earthly realities—to fhew that 
the whole book of the Apocalypife, beginning and ending with 
the work of redemption, was in all its parts fo far intelligible, 
as to relate to events in which every huinan being was inter- 
efted, And althouch many of them were fealed up till the 
myttery of God fhould be finifhed, though the fong of tri- 
umph, the wrath of the nations, the reward of the faints, 
and the final reign of the Almighty, were terms to which no 
definite meaning could be affixed; yet proclaiming, as they 
did, the triumph of Chrift over fin and death, the protection 
of the faithful, and the deftruction of his enemies, they ftill 
taught us the confolations of hope, and the bleffings of repent- 
ance: they inculcated the leffon of charity and brotherly love, 
and brought us before the throne of mercy to worfhip our God, 
our creator, our redeemer, and fanctifier. Through a feries 
of prophetic warnings, they uniformly guided us to our great 
deliverer, and under every emblem, in every fymbolical repre- 
fentation, the church of Chrift was called upon to witnefs, 
and to receive the unbroken promife of her Saviour—Lo, J am 
with you always, even unto the end of the world. 

We with not, in any fenfe, to detract from the merit and 
the labours of thofe, who have ventured to break the feal of 
prophecy, nor can we Call it an idle curiofity to endeavour to 


look, as far as we are able, from the paft and prefent, into 
future 
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future times, and from the things that are, to reafon, with hu. 
mility and cuftom, on the things which fhall be hereafter, 
But we may fafely alledge, that from the erroneous calcula. 
tions of fome, from the rathly- formed conjectures of others, or 
from pofitions, which, in the courfe of events, commentators 
have been forced to abandon, many have refted fatished of thei 
snibility to comprehend this divine revelation. | Inftead of pa- 
tience and fubmiffion to the will of God, fo finely expreffed 
in the character of the Lamb, and of thofe who are his, inftead 
of being warned of the dangers they are to encounter, and of 
feeling themfelves called upon, as they are, from the very be- 
ginning of thefe vifions, patiently to endure the fufferings 
whereby their faith is to be tried, many have fhut up the tefti- 
mony of Jefus, as if it were not written in the book, or as one 
in which they had no immediate concern. Of this error, 
worfe in its confequences than the moft miltaken interpreta. 
tions, Ict thofe who have fallen into it, judge from the follow- 
ing judicious ob(ervations of our author. 


“* Another virtue taught us by a géneral view of the things con- 
tained in this book is vigilance. We are apt to confider this reve- 
lation as an account ot things to happen fume time or other, to- 
wards the end of the world, but which concern notus. This is the 
way in which moft men confider thefe things; and therefore, if 
they read thefe prophecies at all, it is with the utmoft unconcern 
and inattention; but fuch men are furely very much mittaken. 
The prophecy takes in all times trom the birth of that child, who, 
under different fimilitudes, is the great object here fet before us; 
it gives an account of events happening in fucceiiion, occupying 2 
long courfe of years, but al] concurring to one great end, the tri- 
umph of the Mefiiab ; ; and, as the confequence of that, to the final 
recompence of the wicked and the juft, after a flate of trial, in which 
al! muft have a fhare. We are warned of the coming of Chrift as 
a thief in the night; and as the precife time was never told, and 
yet all ages have teen fe;ne or other of the events preparatory to his 
coming, “all have be en, and are, ftriétly required to * watch;* 
and “ go mach the more, as we fee the day approaching.” 


Toa mind, however, {o {trongly impreffed with the truths 
of the gofpel, as was that of our author, Jooking with the eye 
of faith to the tull completion of prophecy, and to that glori- 
ous and approaching confummation, when the figns of his Sa- 
viour’s coming fhall appear, as the Chriftian’s redemption 
draweth nigh, it was impoffible but that fhe fhould place be- 
fore her glowing imagi nation, the divine picture of things, 
and apply many of its peculiar fcenes to the circumftances 
around her:—to the corrupted itate of Chrift’s church, to the 

falfe doctrines that had crept in, and to the infidelity that 
‘would 
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would grow out of them, to choke the word of truth, to ob- 
ferve the brightnefs of religion, to counteract the principles of 
fanctification, and, finally, to render of none effect, and to 
trample under foot the blood of the holy covenant. 

Anticipating this dread event, and beholding the progrefs of 
acarelefs and finful world, fhe catches, one might almoft fay, 
a ray of light from the fpirit of prophecy, and her fuppofition 
of what might happen is nuw become a prediction verified, or 
daily verifying before our eyes. 


“It is well known, fays fhe, “ that the encroachments of the 
bifhops of Rome have tended to degrade that miniftry which them- 
felves call facred ; and it is too apparent, that the ill-conduct of 
many of the clergy, in all churches, has made their miniftry con- 


temptible ; it is plain, alfo, that the ceremonies of religion are dil- 


regarded, and the truths of the golpel confounded with the errors , 


of fuperftition. May not, then, a time come, when the priefthood 
being fet afide, the outward frame of the Chriftian church over- 
turned, and wickednefs triumphant; all, whether Papifts or Pro- 
teflants, Greeks or Mahometans, may unite under the pretended 
banner of reafon, falfely fo called, and require all men to blat- 
pheme, that is, to deny that worthy name by which we are called, 
or at leaft to abftain from fuch petitions, as the churches of Bri- 
tain, and other Chriftian churches, addrefs to Chrift as God, which 
to them muft appear idolatrous? And could any thing but a mi- 
racle revive the church from fuch a ftate, and reflore the faith and 
worthip, fet forth in this book, as the true worfhip of God through 
Chrift? Former times would have heard with aflonifhment ot 
fuch a fuppofal; but when we already fee the divinity of Chriti 
confidered as a matter of mere f{peculation, and the knowledge of 
Chrift fet afide in the inftruction of children and ignorant perfons, 
becaufe they cannot underftand the abfurd diftinGions of meta- 
phyfics; can we fuppofe, that Chriftians thus uninftructed will be 
ftedfaft in their faith, and ready to lay down their lives, or fufter 
torments, as the firft Chriftians did, only that they may not deny 
a doérine which they sare taught to regard as a matter of in- 
difference? Will they, who never tvok up the crofs of Chrift, bug 
have fpent their lives in pleafure or the purfuit of gain, or have 
united both in one, will thefe forfake father and mother, and alf 
that they have, to follow a fuffering Saviour into deferts or t 
prifon? No; fuch perfons fuppofe themfelves to be Chrittians, 
but in times of temptation fall away. Error is like a thick clous, 
ata diftance, on the top of a hill; we look upon it with a kind 
of horror; but the more we approach, the lefs we are afraid of it; 
we grow familiarized by degrees, and when infenfibly we are got 
into the midit of it, we think it nothing but a mitt, which we ma 
go through without danger, though its pernicious damps are all the 
while affecting our very vitals. Chriftians who live as we do, grow 
ftrangers to the doctrine of the crofs, and will fcarcely bear te read 
NO. XXV. VOL, VI. U of 
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of the times of perfecution ; yet fuch once more may be the cafe ; 
fuch may be their trials. The religion of Deilts, or of Socinians, 
is reprefented at prefent as the friend of freedom, as benevolence 
itfelt ; but fee it once armed with power, and the church of Eng- 
Jand will then probably be charged with idolatry; the worthip of 
Chrift will be as much ridiculed as that of faints, and her cere- 
monies equally detefted with thofe of the church of Rome; while 
weak Chriftians, grown familiar with the latter by frequenting the 
churches abroad, will not know how to diftinguifh between the 
one and the other; and the Papifts themfelves, at the fame time, 
feeing the abfurdity of their favourite doctrines, will probably give 
up all at once, and meet their former perfecutors, and thofe whom 
they ufed to perfecute, in the wide plain of infidelity.” 


But it is time to forbear making any further extracts from a 
work wherein our obfervations, were they to be continued, 
could confift of little elfe. We truft that thofe we have al- 
ready produced will be fufficient to excite more than a defire, 
in every Chriftian reader, of perufing the whole. And with 
the gofpel of truth in his hands, we know of no comment 
more calculated to animate virtuous intention, to arm the 
mind with fortitude, to excite a holy fear, to perfect love in 
obedience, and to prepare us for our laft great fummons to the 
prefence of the God of truth, than this little tract, which we 
hope will gladden many a parent’s heart, and make many 
other children wife unto falvation. 





Art. VI. The Satires of Perfius. Tranflated by William 
Drummond, Efq. M. P. 8vo. Pp. ati. Wright. 
London. 1797. 


T the prefent period of polite literature, a high rank 

feems to be affigned to the poetical tranflators of the 
elaffics; and not without reafon. He who can make an an- 
cient poet fpeak a modern language, as if that language were 
the poet’s own, ought, doubtlefs, to fhare the fame of his 
original. 


‘¢ In offering to the public a new Englifh verfion of Perfius (fays 
Mr. Drummond) my object has rather been to expre{s his mean- 
ing clearly, than either to tranflate his words literally, or to copy 
his manner fervilely.” 


This certainly is the object (or ought to be the object) of 
every poctical, nay, of every profe, tranflator. But, we expect 
more. In addition to perfpicuity, we expe& eafe, elegance, 
fpirit, and harmony: and we expeét all this in ftri@t union 
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with fidelity. Nor do we admit of the flighteft amplification. 
The tranflator muft not forget himfelf: whenever he becomes 
s paraphraft he is no longer a tranflator. 


« As the tranflator of Perfius, I have fometimes thought it necef- 
fary to polifh his language. Even Dryden found the expreffions 
of this author too much forced to be literally tranflated ; and he ob- 
ferves, with more truth than delicacy, that his verfes are fcabrous 
and hobbling. 

« What Dryden judged too rude for imitation, the critics of the 
prefent day will probably think I have been prudent in not copying. 
[ have generally, therefore, followed the outlines; but I have fel- 
dom ventured to employ the colouring of Perfius. Where the 
coarle metaphor, or the extravagant hyperbole debafes, or obfcures 
the fenfe in the original, | have changed or even omitted it; where 
the idiom of the Englith language required it, I have thought my- 
felf juftified, in abandoning the literal fenfe of my author; and 
laftly, where the bold hand of the Roman fatirift has torn the veil, 
which ought, perhaps, for ever to have concealed from mankind the 
monftrous and unnatural crimes of Nero, I have turned the attea- 
tion of my readers to reflections lefs difagreeable, and to objects lets 
difgufting. 

“Some, I know, there are who think that in tranflation not a 
thought of the author fhould be loft, and not one added to him. 
Such readers | fhall not often pleafe.” 


As a tranflator, Mr. Drummond will never pleafe fuch rea- 
ders; but, as a poet, he may. And, whenever he has been 
obliged to omit a thought of his original, or to add a fentiment 
of his own, he ought to have pointed out the paflage in a note, 
and to have fpecified the circumftance that forced him, even 
momentarily, to drop his character. ‘The immoral tendency 
of a paflage, indeed, is the only excufe for the omiffion of it. 
For any additions to the original no fatisfactory apology can 
be offered. 


“T muft obferve, (continues Mr. Drammond) that of all kinds of 
poetry, fatire is the moft difficult to tranilate with fidelity, and yet 
with elegance. The epic, the tragic, or the lyric poet, {peaks to 
the heart, or to the imagination ; and his ideas may be expreifed in 
almoft'every tongue. What language but can convey the fublime, 
paint the beautiful, or exprefs the pathetic ! : 


Here we can, by no means, agree with our author. To be 


able to tranflate fatire with fidelity, a perfect knowledge of the ° 


original is neceflary : to tranflate it with elegancy, an inti- 
mate acquaintance with the tranflator’s own language and re- 
fined tafle is required. We admit thefe to be indifpenfable 
qualifications. But who can tranflate an epic, a tragic, or a 
Iyri¢ poet, unlefs his knowledge of his own language, and “= 
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of his original, and his tafte, however refined, be accompanied 
with imagination, and fenfibility, and genius ? = What lan. 

uage (afks Mr. D.) but can convey the fublime, paint the 
Beautiful, or exprefs the pathetic ?” — But, who is the 
man, fo richly gifted as to be a matter of the poetic language— 
as to poflefs the “* Os MaGna SonaturuM’’—** the Worps 
THAT BURN?” Thoufands there are capable of tranflating 
a Juvenal or a Perfius, to one, who can tranflate Homer, or 
FEfchylus, or Pindar, or the fublimer Odes ot Horace. Not. 
withftanding Weft’s fine Odes, Pindar has never yet been 
tranflated. Mr. Gray has enriched our poetry with feveral 
tranflated paflages from Pindar equal to the original ; for the 
mind of Pindar was his. But where fhall we find a /econd 
Gray? We might proceed in this manner to the other 
Poets; but our Editor (more powerful than Apollo) aurem 
vellit; and we mutt confine our attention to Mr. Drummoni. 
The prologue is fpirited and harmonious. . 


F. “ Ceafe, ceafe to dream. The golden age is oer, 
And mortals know thofe happy times no more, 

When Pan with Phasbus piped upon the plains, 
When kings were fhepherds, and when gods were {wains. 
Pla'n common fenfe, thank Heaven, has banifh’d long 
The age of fable, and the reign of fong. 

No cities now difpute the facred earth, 

Which haply gave fome favour'd poet birth ; 

Affairs of empire no Auguftus quits 

To judge with critics, or unbend with wits : 

The world’s great mafter might fweet verfe admire, 
Might love the Mufe, and liften to the lyre ; 

Might feek the feftive board, where Horace fung, 
And learn what accents fell from Maro’s tongue. 

Our Sovereign Lord, avenging Europe’s wrongs, 
Turns not his thoughts from politics to fongs. 

Alas, poor bards! fled are thote golden days, 

When monarchs’ ears were tickled by your praife. 

Ke wife, my friend,—the ufelets lyre refign, 

Forget Parnailus, and forfake the Nine.” 

As a fair fpecimen of Mr. Drummond’s abilities, in th 
character of a tranflator, we fhall lay before our readers a pat 
of the third fatire from the original, together with * Mr. Dry- 
den’s and Mr. Drummond’s Vertions. 


SavTmre lL. The Philofopber and Difciple. 
“* Nempe hae aflidue. Jam c'arum mane fenefiras 
Intrat, et anguitas extendit lumine rimas: 


ee ee — . - —_ ere ne ~—< 
- - _ = —_ 


* We do not potieis Brewfter’s Verfion, but it is held in bigh 
efimation. 
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af Stertimus indomitum quod defpumare Falernum 
Sufficiat, quinta dum linea tangitur umbra. 





< En quid agis? ficcas infana canicula meffes 

he Jamdudum coquit, et patula pecus omne fub ulmo eft. 

he Unus ait comitum: verumne? itane? ocyus adfit | 

™ Huc aliquis, nemon’? turgefcit vitrea bills: ee 
Ds Findor: ut Arcadiz pecuaria rudere credas. Pre 
ig Jam liber, et bicolor pofilis membrana capillis, ey 
or Inque manus chartz, nodofaque venit arundo. 

t- Tunc queritur, crailus calamo quod pendeat humor, 

Nigra quod infufa vanetcat fepia lympha ; 

al Dilutas queritur geminet quod fiftula guttas, be 

re | O mifer ; inque dies ultra mifer, huccine rerum 

d Venimus ? at cur non potius, teneroque columbo, 

ns Ft fimilis regum pueris, pappare minutum 

Pofcis, et iratus mammez lallare recufas ? 

: An tali ftudeam calamo? cui verba? quid iftas : 
Me “ 


Succinis ambages? tibi luditur: effluis amens. 
Contemnere, fonat vitium percufla, maligne 
Refpondet viridi non coéta fidelia limo, 

Udum et moiie lutum es, nunc nunc properandus, et acri 
Fingendus fine fine rota: fed rure paterno 

Eft tibi far modicum, purum et fine labe falinum. 
Quid metuas? cultrixque foci fecura patella eft, 
Hoc fatis? an deceat pulmonem rumpere ventis, 
Stemmate quod Tufco ramum millefime ducis, 
Cenforemne tuum vel quod trabeate falutas ? 

Ad populum phaleras: ego te intus, et in cute novi. 
Non pudet ad morem difcin@ti vivere Natta?” 


Drypen's VERSION. S 4 ae 
‘Ts this thy daily courfe? The glaring fun } Pa 
Breaks in at every chink: the cattle run (Sy 
To fhades, and noon-tide rays of fummer fbun ; | AeekY 
Yet plung’d in floth we lie; and fnore fupine, ee 
As fill’d with fumes of undigefted wine. oe 
« This grave advice fome fober ftudent bears ; ey 
And loudly rings it in his fellow’s ears. ‘* 
The yawnmg youth, fearce half awake, eflays 
. His lazy limbs and dozy head to raife : ie 
Thea rabs his gummy eyes, and ferubs his pate, (1 a 
And cries, I thought it had not been fo late : = 
My cloathes, make hafie: why, when, if none be near, 
He mutters firft, and then begins to fwear : 
And brays aloud with a more clam'rous note, 
Than an Arcadian afs can firetch his throat. 
*« With much ado, his book before him Jaid, 
And parchment with the fmoother fide difplay'd ; 
He takes the papers, lays ‘em down agiin ; 
And, with unwilling fingers, tries the pen: 
3 Some 
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Some peevith quarrel ftraight he ftrives to pick ; 
His quill writes double, or his ink’s too thick : 
Infuie more water ; now ‘tis grown {fo thin, 
It finks, nor can the charaéters be feen. 

“ © wretch, and {till more wretched every day ! 
Are mortals bor to fleep their lives away ? 
Go back to what thy infancy began, 
Thou, who wert never meant to be a man: 
Fat pap and fpoon-meat; for thy gewgaws cry ? 
Be fullen, and refufe the Lullaby. , 
No more accufe thy pen; but charge the crime 
On native floth, and negligence of time. 
Think'ft thou thy mafter, or thy friends, to cheat ? 
Fool, ‘tis thyfelf, and that’s a worfe deceit. 
Beware the public laughter of the town ; 
Thou fpring ft a leak already in thy crown. 
A flaw is in thy ill-bak'd veifel found ; 
"Tis hollow, and returns a jarring found. 

« Yet, thy moift clay is pliant to command ; 
Unwrought, and eafy to the potter's hand : 
Now take the mould: now bend thy mind to feel 
‘The firft fharp motions of the forming wheel. 

«« But thou haft land; a country-feat, fecure 
By a juft title; coftly furniture ; 
A fuming-pan thy lares to appeafe : 
What need of learning, when a man’s at eafe ? 
If this be not enough to {well thy foul, 
Then pleafe thy pride, and fearch the herald’s roll, 
Where thou fhalt find thy famous pedigree 





Drawn from the root of fome old Tufcan tree ; 
And thou, a thoufand off, a fool of long degree— 
Who, clad in purple, can'ft thy cenfor greet ; 
And loudly call him coufin in the ftreet. 

‘* Such pageantry be to the people fhown : 
There boatt thy horte’s trappings, and thy own : 
1 know thee to thy bottom; from within 
Thy fballow centre to the utmoft tkin : 
Doft thou not blufh to live fo like a beaft, 
So trim, fo diffolute, fo loofely drett ? 


DruMMoNnD’s VERSION. 


“ What; always thus? Now in full blaze of day 
Sol mounts the tkies, and fhoots a downward ray ; 
Break’s on your darken'd chamber’s Jengthen'd night, 
And pours thro’ narrow chinks long ftreams of light: 
Yet ftill fubdu'd by fleep's oppreflive power, 

You flumber, heedle{s of the paffing hour ; 
Ot ttrong Falernian diflipate the fumes, 
And tnore unconicious, while the day confumes 


Seg 
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See the hot fun through reddening Leo roll, 
The raging dog-ftar fire the glowing pole ; 
The yellow harveft waving o’er the plain, 
The reapers bending o’er the golden grain ;— 
Beneath the {preading elm the cattle laid, 
And panting tlocks recumbent in the fhade. 

* Is it, indeed, fo late?’ the fluggard cries, 
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*‘ Who waits? here, flaves! be quick—1 with to rife. 


At length, to ftudy fee the youth proceed, 


Charg’d with his book, his parchment, and his reed. 


But now he finds the ink too black to write ; 
And now, diluted, it efcapes the fight : 
Now it is made too thick, and now too thin, 
And now it finks too deeply in the {kin : 
The pen writes double, and, the point too wide, 
O’er the fmooth vellum pours the fable tide. 
O wretch, whole habits into vices grow, 
Whofe life accumulates the means of woe! 
Difimifs the fcholar, be again the boy, 
Replace the rattle, re-ailume the toy ; 
Repofe in quiet on your nurfe’s lap, 

Pleafed by her lullaby, and teed on pap, 


Who is deceived; for whom are fpread thefe lures ? 


Is the misfortune mine, or is it your’s, 

That you refufe to liften to the truth, 

And wafte in idleneis the hours of youth? 

Of thame fure victim when that youth is pafs'd, 
And forrow mingles in your cup at lait. 

Yet art thou young, and yet thy pliant mind 
Yields to the gale, and bends with every wind ; 
Seize then this funny, but this fleet'ng hour, 
To nurfe and cultivate the tender flower. 

Art thou of riches and of titles vain, 

A {plendid equipage, a pompous train? 

Ox doft thou boaft a Tufcan race as thine, 

A great, an ancient, and an honour'd line ? 
Does it fuffice, the purple round thee thrown, 
To hail the Roman Cenfor as thine own ? 

Vain honours all —how little are the proud, 
Even when their pomp impofes on the croud ! 


{ know thee well; and hatt thou then no thame, 


That thy loofe life and Natta’s are the fame ?” 





d 


When we confider that Mr. Dryden tranflated the whole 
of this fatire, for a Thurfday Night’s exercife, we cannot but 
admire that poetic f{pirit, which, once kindled by its fubject, 


feems to hold time in contempt. Generally fpeaking, it ap- 


pears from the above fpecimens, that Mr. Dryden’s is the 
more eafy and free, and Mr. Diummond’s the more polithed, 
U 4 
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Verfion. * In point of Harmony, it is no wonder that 
Dryden is fuperior to Drummond ; for he is fuperior to every 
other poet, whether in tranflated or original verfe. Jn the me- 

lody 





* Weare here reminded of Mr. William Gifford’s long promifed 
verfion of Juvenal. We poflefs a fair copy of the tranflator’s tenth 
fatire, which was prefented to us in MS, many years ago, as a {pe- 
cimen of the whole: and we have feen his fixth fatire, which we 
think a moft admirable piece of poetry. We fcruple not to pro- 
nounce both the fixth and tenth fatire of Gifford’s fuperior to 
Dryden's. We are fure, that an extrac from our MS. will gratify 
the public. 


“ The meaneft Tyro of the meaneft fchool 
Hath fcarce imbibd his firft and eafieft rule, 
Ere all his bofom glows with fierce defire, 
‘To reach the Roman’s art, the Grecian’s fire ; 
‘ Divine proteétrefs of the brave and wife, 

O grant my humble fuit,’ he fondly cries ; 

* Give me to equal ‘Tully's well-earn'd fame, 
And o'er Demofthenes to raife my name.’ 

“* Yet both thefe {peakers fell, in evil hour, 
The haplefs victims of perfuafive power, 
Whilft meaner pleaders unmolefted ftood, 
Nor fmear'd the roftrum with their wretched blood.” 


«© The facred trophies of the well-earn’d field, 

The broken helmet, and the batter'd fhield, 
» The waving ftandard, and the mangled car, 

The glare of conquett, and the pride of war, 

The towering arch, on whofe triumphal round 

The weeping captive fits in fetters bound, 

Are deem’'d the greateft bleflings here below, 

That mortals can enjoy, or gods beftow !” 


“* Produce the urn, that Hannibal contains, 
And weigh the mighty duft that yet remains : 
Alas! and cannot all the Man avail 
‘To fink the balance, or to turn the fcale ?” 


“« Hear what the maudlin bard enraptur’d fings, 
The toil of millions and the pride of kings, 
Seas pour'd o'er defart climes, and Athos, rent 
From the firm bofom of the continent ; 
Cars rais'd on numerous fleets, and travelling o'er 
‘The groaning Helletpont from thore to fhore, 
Whole nations drain'd, and mighty rivers quaff'd 
Ry countlefs armies, at a morning's draught ! 
Kut how did 4e return, who wont to bind 
"‘bhe deep in Miia aud tceourge the obftreperous wind, 
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lidy of a couplet, Pope and Darwin have the advantage over 
Dryden; but not in the harmony of a whole piece. On the 
whole, we are pleafed with Mr. Drummond’s chafte and ele- 

nt verfe; but we cannot diflemble our opinion, that, in fome 
inftances, he has taken unwarrantable liberties with his author. 

Mr. D. is, now and then, inaccurate in his language; and, 
in his Verfe, fometimes flat, or feeble. 

“ The town may yet accord its praife,” 
To accord praife, is not Englifh. 
“Which wealth cannot beftow” 
‘* Meffala’s proud and blear-ey'd race could not” 
** With them I facrifice a wheaten cake” 
“* Of fortune’s gifts appreciate the worth” 
«© Which it can give” 
«¢ Do ftill invite” 
“ Whilf thou feem'f 
Atreus’ Fea/?.” 

To thefe weak and clafhing, and defective lines, we might 
add a great many more. But fuch faults may be eafily cor- 
rected: and Mr. Drummond will revife, we hope, his verfion, 
with care, before he fuffers it to appear in a fecond edition. * 


a es ee ee 





With keener ftripes than Avolus e’er befiow'd, 
Tho’ arm’d with all the vengeance of a God ? 
Say, how did he return? by Greece fubdued, 
By heaven abandon'd, and by earth purfued ; 
With one fmall bark he gain’d his native fhore, 
Thro’ floating carcafes and feas of gore.” 

“* In youth, a thoufand different features ftrike ; 
All have their charms, but have not charms alike. 
Rut age prefents one univerial face, 

Of every beauty fpoil'd, and every grace ; 

The fame its evils, and its marks the fame, 

A broken voice, a wea and trembling frame, 
A drivelling nofe, a ikull and forehead bare, 
And toothlets jaws to mump its wretched fare.” 


* A new edition, in octavo, has been fince publifhed, which we 
have not time to examine. 
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Arr. VII. The Mifcellaneous Works of Hugh Boyd, the Author 
of the Letters of “‘funius, with an Account of his Life and 
Writings. By Lawrence Dundas Campbell. 2 Vols, 8vo., 
Pp. 1134. 14s. Cadell and Davies, London. 1800. 


ANY years ago a pamphlet was addrefled to ‘* the moft 
impudent man alive,” and the perfon to whom this pro- 
minent effrontery was thus attributed, was generally under- 
ftood to be the celebrated Wareurron. Haw far the pro- 
found 
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found learning and vaft abilities of the great author of Tue 
Divine LeGcation oF Moses, and the many other works of 
that author, which difplay uncommon fagacity and erudition, 
might juftify a lofty confcioufnefs of his own abilities, which 
a pamphleteer denominated by the familiar term impudence, 
the world muft determine. Perhaps, however, the anonymous 
writer of the pamphlet, if he were alive at this period, and di- 
rected his notice towards literary queftions, would be inclined 
to pay more refpect to the great WARBURTON, and apply the 
imputation of /uperior confidence to an author of a much 
humbler defcription. The publifher of the Works of HuGu 
Boyp, we fhould conceive, if he had any fenfe of modefty, 
would have been contented to reprefent Mr. Boyp as the /up- 
pojed or the probable author of Junius, but to aflert, point blank, 
in his title-page, that Mr- Boyp aétually was the author, is a 
ftretch of boldnefs almoft without a precedent in the annals of 
literature. It is, indeed, fuch an exertion of effrontery, and 
fuch an infult to mankind, as calls for marked reprobation. 
Nothing but pofitive demonftration of the fact could authorize 
fuch a pofitive affirmation. ‘Ihe queftion, as to the real au- 
thor of Junius, has been often difcuffed, and many perfons have 
been julpeéted, but though probabilities have led to particular 
individuals, yet, when thefe probabilities have been examined, 
they have been found to amount to nothing fatisfaCtory. Mott, 
however, of the fufpecied individuals, from time of life, abili- 
ties, political connections, experience, and opportunities of in- 
formation, have more reafonably attracted the eye of curiofity 
and furprife, and may ftill more rationally juftify fufpicion than 
a young obfcure adventurer but recently arrived from a place 
remote from the fcene of action, and but little acquainted with 
characters and events that were obvioufly familiar to Junius. 
It appears, that Mr. Almon, the predeceflor of Mr. Debrett, in 
Piccadilly, gave occafion to the notion that Hugh Boyd was 
Junius, and the reafofl is a very curious one, viz. his having 
feet. the manufcript of one of Juuius’s Letters, at a meeting 
of Proprictors of the London Evening Poft, in the Autumn of 
1759, when it was fhewn to the company by Mr. H. S. Wood- 
fall; and Mr. Almon tells us, that ** the moment he faw the 
hand-writing he had a ffrong /u/picion that it was Mr. Boyd’s, 
whofe hand-writing he knew, having recetved feveral letters from 
him concerning Books.” So that without knowing much of 
the Jiterary talents of Mr. Boy, for he had written merely con- 
cerning books, and only from a fuppofed fimilarity in the hand- 
writing, Mr. Almon ftrongly fufpects that Hugh Boyd is Junius. 
But the reafon which Mr. Campbell, the publifher, gives for 
his confidenee in Almon’s difcovery, is ftill more curious, for 
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he fays, ‘* previqus to the appearance of Junius’s {-etters, Mr. 
Boyd had accuttomed him{clf to write in a difguifed hand.” Now 
Mr. Almon contends that Boyd was Junius, becauie the manu- 
fcriptof Junius nearly refembled the common hand-writing of 
Hugh Boyd, fo that the fagacious Mr. Campbell believes in 
Mr. Almon’s difcovery, becaufe it is probable that Hugh Boyd, 
by his previous preparation, had written Junius’s Letters in a 
difguifed hand, and that ne fhould make his di/guifed hand nearly 
refemble his ordinary mode of writing. Such a medley of con- 
fufion can hardly be reduced to order, even by the profound 
judgment of Meflrs. Campbell and Almon. But Mr. Almon, 
it feems, gave Boyd a frrong hint that he believed him to be the 
author of Junius, and he changed colour inftantly, and after a 
fhort paufe faid, ** the fimilitude of hand-writing is not a con- 
clutive fact.” Without prefuming to diftruft the veracity of 
Mr. Almon, it fhould be obferved, that this relation depends 
only on his teftimony, and the aflertion of an individual cannot be 
admitted to have much force in diale&tics. Befides a fudden, un- 
expected, accufation may make aman change colour, whether 
that accufation be founded on truth or falfithood. He 
might blufh, from pride, at the idea of being important 
enough to be fufpected of ability to write works of fuch 
admired popularity ; or he might blufh with indignation at the 
abrupt indelicacy with which Mr. Almon might vent his fuf- 
picion. ‘Thefe, however, are fubordinate grounds in the 
enquiry, as to the real author of Junius; a queition which the 
author of Junius, by a folemn declaration, has fet at reft, and 
for ever put out of the reach of difcovery, for it muft be remem- 
bered, that Junius has made this pofitive declaration: ** I am 
the /ole depofitary of my own iecret, and it fhall pert/h with me.” 
If, therefore, Junius had ever voluntarily difcovered himicii, he 
would have violated his own folemn declaration, and could 
have had no claim to the confidence of mankind. Thata 
man fo cautious, and fo full of artifice, would jiave left it to 
the power of accident to have difcovered him involuntarily is 
not to be imagined But Mr. Campbell grounds his chief ar- 
gument, for his perfuafion, that Hugh Boyd was Junius, upon 
the refemblance in the ftructure of the language anv congeni- 
ality of political fentiment in both writers. ‘The firtt letier of 
nee was publifhed in January, 1769, and at thar period 
ugh Boyd was but little turned of twenty-two years of age, 
Granting him abilities equal to what Junius pofleiled, it is 
not to be imagined that he poflefled the tame political know. 
ledge, experience, and art. Mr. Boyd’s papers, publifhed in 
Ireland, entitled, The Freeholder, were written in 1776, eight 
years atter the firlt lecter of Junius, for we may include 1769 
1a 
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in the account, as that letter appeared at the beginning of the 
ear. In the courfe of eight years Mr. Boyd’s mind muft 
a been much improved and his knowledge much augment- 
ed; and if paflages may be found in his writings ftrongly re- 
fembling paflages in Junius, and if there be a correfpondence 
in political principles, fuch parallels may eafily be fuppoled to 
be the effe&ts of Mr. Boyd’s known admiration of Junius 
and a ftudious attempt to keep him as his model in ftyle and 
fentiment. Such occafional fimilitudes, however, do not 
prove much, and even if the uniform tenour of Boyd’s writ- 
ings correfponded with that of Junius, in form and fubftance, 
that conformity would be far from decifive. With Boyd’s 
acknowledged talents it would be ftrange, indeed, if, in the 
courle of eight years, he could not sry on imbue his mind 
with the character of Junius, to be a fuccefsful imitator of his 
compofitions. The merit is in the original, and when once 
the original has been fubmitted to the world the tafk of imi- 
tation is not fo difficult as feems to be imagined. We might 
illuftrate this fubjeét by a reference to the art of PAINTING, 
in which a copyift, though wholly incapable of producing 
works equal to thofe of a great mafter, fhall copy thofe works 
with fuch tpirit and correétnefs as to deceive the original artift 
himiclf with a conviction that they were the labours of his 
own pencil, But Mr. Boyd, though unqueftionably a man of 
abilities, has written nothing that can be compared with the 
general merits of Junius as a writer, and the paflages which 
are brought from Boyd and put in competition with Junius 
have more the air of plagiarifm than imitation, 
in The Indian Oifer ver, publifhed by Boyd in the year 1793, 
there appears to be no refemblance to the ftyle and manner of 
Junius, Vhe fubjects, indeed, are not controverfial and political, 
but, as GiBBON obferves, ** ftyle is the image of character,” and 
it Hugh Boyd were Junius the peculiarities of his manner would 
characterife his compofitions whatever might be the fubject, 
‘The probable inference is that time, employment, and deful- 
tory itudy, had effaced, or impaired, Hugh Boyd’s fuperin- 
duced habits of writing in imitation of Junius, when he was 
in Tncia, and that, after the lapfe of fo many years, he thought 
and wrote as he would have done if he had never propofed 
Junius as his model. We have chiefly directed our attention 
to the works of ugh Boyd, with a view to tHe fufpicion of 
his being the author of Junius, becaule, though they evince 
a itrong underitanding and a manly {puit, there is nothing in 
them chat fhews any literary merits which entitle them to cri- 
tial pra ic, and to the immortality of the prefs. His Journal 
of an Lonbaily from the Government of Madras to the King 
ot 
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of Candy, in Ceylon, contains nothing very interefting; it 
feems, indeed, t6 be chiefly the complaints of the fomach, for 
an indifferent fupply of provifions, His FregHotper, pub- 
lifhed in Ireland, to fupport a particular candidate for a teat in 
Parliament, and his Wu1a, publifhed in London, are all upow 
the trite topics of /iberty, the conftitution, the country, &c. &c. 
which, however facred in themfelves, are generally employed 
by political readers for the promotion of party views. Mr. 
Campbell has given, in the firft volume, a life of Mr. Boyd, 
well written, but overburthened with elaborate attempts to 
magnify his hero, and to bring the public into a belicf that 
Boyd is Junius. Indeed Mr. Campbell difplays fo much 
judgment and knowledge when he is not purfuing the hand in 
hand phantoms of Boyp and Junius, that, if Mr. Almon had 
not originally fet the chace on foot, we thould be tempted to 
fuppofe that he is ambitious of being the founder of a je‘? of 
believers, while he himfelf is fecretly triumphing in his fuc- 
cefs and Jaughing at their credulity. 


a 





Art. VIII. An Appendix to the Supplemental Apology for the 
Believers in the fuppofititious Shak{peare Papers: being the 
Documents for the Opinion that Hugh M‘Auley Boyd wrote 
Funius’s Letters. By George Chalmers, F.R. 5.5. A. 
Svo. Pp.156. Egerton. London. 1800. 


AVING faid fo much upon the fubjeét of Hugh Boyd 

and Junius, in the preceding article, we may be excyfed 
from entering into a very extenfive examination of a work 
upon the fame fubject, though recommended even by the re- 
{pectable name of Mr. Chalmers. Mr. Chalmers, with his 
ujual induftry, has collected all the documents which might 
favour the fufpicion that Hugh Boyd is the author of Junius, 
and with his ufual judgment has placed them in the moft ad- 
vantageous point of view. Still, however, nothing but con- 
jecture is the refult, and that conjecture is oppoled by fuch 
{trong arguments, that we confefs we cannot find conyittion 
where Mr. Chalmers thinks he has difcovered it. 

Mr. Chalmers, with great ftrength of reafoning, examines 
the grounds upon which feveral ciltinguifhed characiers have 
been conceived to be the authors of the letters which have 
excited fo much admiration and fo much controverfy, and, 
with great cogency of argument, impugns the fulpicions which 
have been attached to each of thofe characters. Among them 
Lord Sackville, William Geraid Hamilton, Edmund Burke, 
Jobn Dunning, (Lord Afhburton,) John Roberts, Charles 
Lloyd, Samuel Dyer, and John Wilkes, are particularly and 
a claborately 
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elaborately noticed, and we think Mr, Chalmers has given 
very forcible reafons for difbelieving that any one of them was 
the author of the compofitions afcribed to him. As to Charles 
Lloyd, we have reaton to believe that Dr. Parr is convinced 
he was really the author of Junius ; upon what grounds we 
know not, but we fhould conceive, that, upon a literary quef- 
tion, not immediately connected with the politics and parties 
of the day, Dr. Parr is not likely to form a judgment upon 
hafty views and flight foundations. Confidering the diligence 
and caution which feem to be eflential features in Mr.Chalmers’s 
literary character, we cannot avoid being much furprized at 
his confident perfuafion, that the anecdotes of the author of 
Junius, prefixed to the edition of his works, publifhed in 1771, 
were written by Junius himfelf. ‘There is no reafon to believe, 
and certainly no proof, that Junius gave fanction to any re- 

ular collection of his letters, till he wrote the dedication and 
preface for the edition publifhed by H. S. Woodfall, in the 
year 1772; yet Mr. Chalmers, in many places, feems to admit 
it as received proof, that Junius wrote the anecdotes alluded to, 
in which he highly praifes himfelf, and endeavours to miflead 
the public into a belief, that Edmund Burke is the author. 

We know no reafon to believe, as we have faid, that Junius 
was the author of thofe anecdotes, which were probably pro- 
duced by the ufual artifice of a bookfeller, to take advantage 
of public curiofity; and, though Junius might have folid 
grounds for refigning the honour of being known in his real 
character, yet it is highly improbable that he would fuffer an 
brow but his own to wear the wreath of immortality, unlefs, 
indeed, it may be inferred, that Mr. Burke was actually the 
author, and was defirous, at once, of efcaping the danger, and 
enjoying the fame, of fuch compotitions, an inference that Mr. 
Chalmers will afluredly not be inclined to draw, though it is 
the only one confiftent with the principles of human nature, 
and his own idea that Junius was the author of the anecdotes, 
publifhed in 1771, and not noticed in the edition fan@ioned 
by himfelf, and publifhed the following year, 

Upon the whole, however we may differ with Mr. Chalmers 
on the long-agitated queltion, Who was Funius ? We can fairly 
recammend his APPENDIX to our readers, as a work abounding 
in literary anecdote, judicious criticifm, and forcible reafoning, 
too {trongly indeed tinctured with the paflions of a difputant 
upon topics that relate to his own reputation as a writer and a 
politician, Betore we conclude we cannot help noticing fome 
paflages in this work which do not feem to have fuch confitt- 
ency with each other as might be expected from the accurate 
judgement of thisauthor, He fays {p, 4.) ** that the papers 
of 
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of Junius were produced by a juvenile writer, who had not 
formed his ftyle, upon any model nor by any rule.” He 
{peaks (P. 15.) of the ** balderdafb of Junius, who expatiates 
on trifles, {wells infignificance by amplification, fubftitutes 
fophiftry for fenfe, and verbofity for found.” Yet Mr, Chal- 
mers, (P. 30.) fpeaking of the letters of Junius, defcrives 
them as ** Epiftles which required the attention of years, un- 
common capacity, and peculiar habits to write.” He alfo, 
{peaking of the fame Junius, fays that the compofition of his 
letters was ** a tafk which required the greateft activity and 
vigour; which fhew (/hews) extraordinary exertions of intel- 
lect, and uncommon flafhes of genius,” 

There is one paflage more that we muft notice rela- 
tive to an anecdote which Mr. Chalmers confiders as 
“‘ decifive evidence,” to prove that Wilkes was not Junius. 
Horne fays, in one of his letters, ** 1 would have fought 
him (Charles the Firft,) through the ranks, and, without 
the leaft .perfonal enmity, have difcharged my piece into 
his bofom rather than any other man’s.” ‘* On this paf- 
fage,” fays Mr. Chalmers, ** Mr. Wilkes wrote the follow- 
ing obfervation : (in Wilkes’s Clarendon, in the pofleffion of 
Mr. Chalmers) ¢ Mr, Horne copied this from a MS. marginal 
note on Mr. Wilkes’s Clarendon,’ ‘* We, hereby, fee,’’ con- 
tinues Mr, Chalmers, ** how readily Mr. Wilkes reclaimed 
his own. Had Junius, when he was hard prefled for an anfwer 
to Mr. Horne, known this to be a plagiarifm, how he would 
have triumphed over his powerful antagonift.” Surely Mr, 
Chalmers’s ufual fagacity has deferted him on this occafion, 
for if Junius were Wilkes, and confequently did know of the 
plagiari{m, he could not have detected at without difcovering 
himfelf to Mr. Harne, to whom he had lent his Clarendon, 
containing the MS. note. We could fay much more about 
Junius and Hugh Boyd, but, we fuppofe, our readers are tired 
of a fubject upon which they never can arrive at certainty, 





Art. IX. An Account of an Embaffy to the Court of the Tefboo 
Lama, in Tibet ; containing a Narrative of a Journey through 
Bootan, and part of Tibet. By Captain Samuel Turner. 
To which are added, Views taken on the Spot by Licute- 
nant Samuel Davies ; and Obfervations Botanical, Mine- 
ralogical, and Medical, by Mr. Robert Saunders. 4tu. 
Pe. 474. 21. 128s.6d. G.and W. Nichol. 1800. 


N our review of the valuable production of Captain Symes, 
we noticed the importance of every publication which 
tended to enlarge the ftock of our knowledge relpecting the 
countsics 





oy ty 


Laktay gs 
a 


a 





WN : ook é' 6 an 
Sey nen rR a <i 













































3 Ep ey ge % a 


288 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


countries fituated in the vicinity of our Indian territories. Cap- 
tain Turner’s Embafly took place in the year 1783, during the 
vigilant adminiftration of Mr. Haftings; it was occafioned 
by a difpute refpecting the occupation of an extenfive but un- 
cultivated plain, covered with woods and funk in morafles, 
which forms a natural divifion between Bengal and Bootan, 
The Raja of Bootan had-feized upon it fome years before, 
but was fpeedily difpoflefled by the company’s troops. This 
diftri€t is called Cooch Bahar, and the author gives a moft 
unfavourable account of it. 


“Inthe diftri& of Cooch Bahar an ufage of a very fingular kind 
has prevailed from remote antiquity, and I was affured by many of 
the inhabitants of its actual exiftence at this day. If a Reiat, or 
peafant, owes a fum of money, and has not the ability to fatisfy 
his creditor, he is compelled to give up his wife as a pledge, and 
poffeffion of her is kept until the debt is difcharged. It fometimes 
happens, as they athrm, that the wife of a debtor is not redeemed 
for the {pace of one, two, or three years; and then if, during her 
refidence and connection with the creditor, a family fhould have 
been the confequence, half of it is confidered as the property ot 
the perfon with whom the lived, and half that of her real hufband.* 

“« The country has a mott wretched appearance, and its inhabit- 
ants are a miferable and puny race. The lower ranks without 
fcruple difpofe of their children for flaves, to any purchafer, and 
that too for a very trifling confideration; nor yet, though in a 
traffic fo unnatural, is the agency of a third perfon ever employed. 
Nothing is more common than to fee a mother drefs up her child, 
and bring it to market, with no other hope, no other view, than 
to enhance the price fhe may procure for it. Indeed the extreme 
poverty and wretchednefs of thefe people will forcibly appear, when 
we recollect how little is neceffary for the fubfiftence of a peafant 
in thefe regions. ‘Ihe value of this can feldom amount to more 
than one penny per day, even allowing him to make his meal of 
two pounds of boiled rice, with a due proportion of falt, oil, vegeta- 
bles, fith, and chili.t 








* “ Tt is not poflible for a traveller, pailing rapidly through a 
ftrange country, to catch the mainers, or judge of the influence 
which cuttom, or a fente of honour, may have on the natural pro- 
penfities of the people. We may conclude that this bias muft be 
very ftrong in a community where fuch a law continues to exitt ; 
fince in any other, which thould adopt it as a novel inftitution, the 
creditor would have a very infecure hold on the probity of his 
debtor, not lefs, perhaps, from the reluctance of the latter to re- 
cover his wife, than to part with his money. The law would not 
fubfift, if it was not known to be effective of its purpofe.” 

+ “ A kind of red pepper, in univerfal ufe, made from the cap- 

feum anngum of Linnus.” 


“ The 
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« The fituation of this diftri& exhibits a melancholy proof of 
different facts too frequently united, the great facility of obtaining 
food, and, at the fame time, the wretched indigence of the lower 
order of inhabitants.” 


After traverfing this uninviting diftri&, Captain Turner 
and his fuite entered upon the mountainous country of Bootan, 
of which he gives a very particular and interefting defcription, 
that occupies the whole of the firf? part of the volume. He 
defcribes not only the country itfelf, and its various produc- 
tions, but the difpofition, the manners, the cuftoms, and pur- 
fuits of its inhabitants, a hardy and hofpitable race, ftrangers 
_ alike to moft of the arts, and to nearly all the comforts and 
conveniences, of civilized life. By his long ftay at Taffifudon, 
im May to September) the feat of government, and the re- 
idence of the Daeb Raja, whofe obliging and communicative 
difpofition facilitated al] his refearches, Captain Turner was 
enabled to collect much curious information, which, from a 
mere paflage through the county, he would have been unable 
to acquire; and the further advantage of being accompanied 
by fo able a draughtfman, as Lieutenant Davis, and fo fkilful 
a botanift as Mr. Saunders, afforded him an opportunity of 
giving a more adequate idea of the fublime fcenery of Bootan, 
and the beauty of its natural productions, than any which 
the pen alone could convey. Of their perfons we have the 
following account; 


‘© The Booteeas have invariably black hair, which it is their 
fafhion to cut clofe to the head. The eye is a very remarkable fea- 
ture of the face: finall, black, with long pointed corners, as though 
ftretched and extended by artificial means, Their eyelafhes are fo 
thin, as to be fearcely perceptible ; and the eyebrow is but flightly 
fhaded. Below the eyes, is the broadeft part of the face, which is 
rather flat, and narrows from the cheek bone to the chin; a chara¢ter 
of countenance appearing firit to take its rife among the Tartar tribes, 
but is by far more ftrongly marked in the Chinefe. Their fkins are 
remarkably fmooth, and moft of them arrive at a very advanced age, 
before they can boait even the earlieft rudiments of a beard: they cul. 
tivate whifkers, but the beft they produce, are of a fcanty ftragglin 
growth. In this heroic acquifition I quickly furpaffed them ; oa 
one of my Mogul attendants, for the luxuriancy of his, was the ad- 
miration of them all. Many of thefe mountaineers are more than 
fix feet high ; and, taken altogether, they have a complexion not fo 
dark by feveral fhades as that of the European Portugueze.”’ 


A houfe was affigned to Captain Turnergefor his refidence, 
at Tafliiludon, which commanded a pleafing view of a valley, 
with a river running through it, and encircled with a variety 
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of agreeable objects, He thus defcribes a manufactory of 
paper, fituated in this valley. 


¢* In our perambulations down the valley, I often refted at the 
lace where the chief manufacture of paper is eftablithed, which was 
made, I found, by a very eafy and unexpenfive procefs, of the bark 
of a tree, here called Deah, which grows in great abundance upon 
the mountains near Taffifudon, but is not produced on thofe imme. 
diately bordering on Bengal. The method of preparing this material, 
as well as I could learn, is as follows. When a fufficient quantity 
of bark is collected to employ the labourer, it is divided into {mall 
fhreds, and fteeped and boiled in a lixivium of wood afhes; it is 
then tsken up, and laid in a heap to drain; after which it is beaten 
na ftone, with a wooden mallet, until it is reduced to an im. 
Ipable pulp; it is then thrown into a refervoir of water, where, 
lane well ftirred about, and cleanfed from the coarfe and dirty part 
which floats upon the furface, it is {till further depurated i in another 
large refervoir of clean water, When the preparation is complete, 
the parts are finely broken, and that which finks in the water ap. 
appears mucilaginous to the touch. All that now remains is to form 
it into fheets, which is done upon fmall reeds fet in frames, The 
labourer dips the frame in the water, and raifes up a quantity of the 
pulp, which, by moving the frame in the water, he fpreads, until 
2t entirely and equally covers the furface of the reeds; he then raifes 
the frame perpendicularly, the water drains off, and the frame is hung 
up till che theet is nearly dry: it is then taken off, and fufpended 
upon lines. ‘The poper thus prepared is of a much fironger texture 
thansthat of any other country with which I am acquainted, as it is 
capible of being woven, when gilt by way of ornament, into the 
tex:ure of filk and ftins, to which ufe 1 have feen it frequently 
applied in the manufactures of China.”’ 


During his refidence in Bootan, Captain T. was witnefs 
to a formidable rbellion again ft the Raja, and from the win- 
dows of his houfe, commanded a view of the battle that was 
fought between the rebels and the Raja’s troops, his account 
of which fets the military fkill of the thee in a very con- 
temptible point of view. The rebellion was (peedily crufhed, 
A confiderable pait cf this extraordinary people are Gylengs, or 
Monks, who lead a life of abftemioufnefs and celibacy. 


«« The religious of this defcription are numerous in Bootan, 
Their fole occopation lies in performing the duties of their faiths 
They are exempt from labour; enjoined fobriety and temperance 5 
and interdiGd all intercourfe with the other fex, Though many 
become voluntary members of this eitablifiment, yet its numbers 
depend moit upon the cuftom, which obliges every family that cone 
fifis of more than four boys, co contribute one of them to the cider? 
and the fame rule, under particular circumftances, extends fometimes 
to all the males of a village. At the age of ten, they are received 
inte 


in 


an 





Turner’s Embajfy to Tibet. 291 


into the affociation, and commence their tutelage. Their firft years 
are pafled in learning the rudiments of their profeflion, and in perfor- 
ming a variety of fervile offices to their inftructors; in which drud- 
gery, unlefs elevated by fuperior talents, they continue beyond the 
age of twenty. However, though cut off from the enjoyment of 
fome of the moft exquifite pleafures of life, there are yet many advane 
tages annexed to this clafs. They are certain of a liberal education 5 
and, as their minds are more cultivated than the reft of their countrys 
men, they have the beft profpect of being felected for public offices : 
and, in fact, the greater part of all, who are employed in fuch fitua- 
tions, are chofen from among them. Yet whether the eg 
‘peculiarity be imputable to early tuition, inability, or difgutt, 
cannot determine. It very frequently happens, that thofe who have 
Jong enjoyed pofts of honour, or emolument, take the fudden refolu- 
tion of retiring for ever from the bufinefs and the cares of life; after. 
wards, under the fanction of a religious impulfe, the infpired devotee 
choofes fome folitary ftation, perhaps the fummit of a mountain, 
where he builds himfelf a cottage, and having depofited a hord of 
grain in it, fhuts himfelf up, determined never again to return into 
the world, or hold any intercourfe with mankind, 

Thus fecluded from fociety, if, in confequence of an erroneous 
calculation, he fees his ttock of food about to fail, while life main. 
tains its poft in full vigour, and is by no means inclined to quit its 
hold, the fole reliance of the retired devotee, for future fupport, 
mult then reft on the adventitious vifits of fuch, as hold converfe with 
the buried living. ‘The benevolence which thus minifters to his ne. 
cellities has alfo its appropriate merit; fo that the reclufe may yet 
exit, for months or years, upon the bounty that places his daily 
food at his door, without the leaft knowledge of the hand that feeds 
him; till at length the feeble principle that animates the human 
frame, and preferves it from diffolution, ceafes to perform its funce 
tions, and the individual is no more. It is true, he might lon 
have ceafed to be of any earthly importance, whatever fpiritual efteem 
is attached to the devotee, the hermit, or the mifanthrope, term him 
Which you will: yet this fingular bent of chara¢ter, all circumftan. 
ces confidered, is not very much to be wondered at.’ Let it be re. 
membered, that, in the firft career of life, by a continuance ina ftate 
of celibacy, the Booteea is recommended to diftinétion; as on the 
contrary, any matrimonial contra¢t proves almoft a certain hindrance 
to his rife in rank, or his advancement to offices of political import. 
ance. Having therefore made the firft facrifice to ambition, and 
remained long fingle, in the hope of attaining to higher dignities and 
emoluments ; chagrined, at length, by a feries of difappointments, 
ifa bare competency has been the fruit of his long fervice, he withe 
draws himfelf from public life: being at the fame time fomewhat 
advanced in years, his paflion for connubial connettion is weak. 
ened, and his natural apathy confirmed. Having been detached 
by early habit from fociety, uninfluenced by ties of duty or affection 
t0 family or friends, his moft prevailing impulfe is the love of - 
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and indolence and vanity at once direct his choice to religious retire. 
ment. The multitude flatter with their admiration the penitential 
devotee; and motives perhaps, merely temporal, falfely obtain the 
praife of exalted piety. 

«* Ir will be obvious from hence, fince population is oppofed by 
two fuch powerful bars as ambition and religion, how great a dimi. 
nution in the number of inhabitants muft inevitably be the refult. In 
faét, the higher orders of men, entirely engrofled by political or eccle. 
fieftical duties, leave to the hufbandman and labourer, to thofe who 
till che ficlds and live by their induftry, the exclufive charge of pro- 


pagating the f{pecies.’’ 
(To be concluded in our next.) 











POETRY. 





Art. X. Sans Culotides: by Cincinnatus Rigthaw, Profeffor of 
Theophilanthropl.y ; Member of the Correfponding and Revolu. 
tionary Sovieies; Brother of the Rofy Crofs; Knight Philofo. 
her of the Order of Mluminati; and Citizen of the French and 
Hibernian Republics. gto. Pr. 136. Chapple. 1800. 


HIS is a collection of political fatires, in profe and verfe, pre- 

ceded by a dedication * to the people’s moft excellent Majetty.”” 
Th. aurift is rong and po inied in his animadverfions ; his profe 18 
* rip UMuS, NeTVOUS, =e animated ; and his verfe be (rays unequis ocal 
marks ot a clailical and poetical mind, Some readers will pre ably 
think his pertonal atin too fevere, and the members of the party, 
which as the object ot thefe attacks, wall, no doubt, pronounce them 
{curriious and abutive. It thall be our endeavour to make our readers 
acquainied with the consents of the work, and to lay before them 
fuch {peciimens of it as will en: ae le thei to judge for themfelves. 

The tint piece is entitled an ** Effay on the Materiality of Moral 
Subftances ; and particulariy of ‘Jacob:nmt/m: addreiled to the Anglo, 
Maiberno- Bavarian Societies of Tiluminati.’? The fecond, © An Eilay 
on the Specitic Qualities of Jacobinifm.’’ ,'Thefe elays are in prole, 
and the following extract will fuffice to mark their ftyle and fpirit. 

“© It is ufelefs to obferve, that Jacob‘aifm was obfcure ly known 
to the ancients ; fince Paracelfus himfelt afterts the poilibility of pro- 
curing a factitious gold in this mode. "There was, however, a fecond 
very curious and recondite property, lately perceived to exit in it, 
which is entirely the difcovery of the modern matters of illumination. 
It is, in faét, the antagonit quality to the power of aurifa¢tion, and 
is that property (hitherto latent, though known by its effects,} of 
tranfmuting gold into paper. The moment the pure eflence of Jaco- 
binifm is fublimed into finance, which may be accomplifhed by a very 
flight mixture of vanity ; blow it ftrongly through the lungs of an 
orator, and let it play upon the bank, or the counting-houfe of a 
merchant» 
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merchont: intantly the whole mafs of gold there contained ev ipo. 


rates, os under the action of a burning lens, or fpeculs bui, wirha 
refidue of thin light, leaves, beautifully whive, canfparent, ota cher. 
taceous fubftance, interfperfed with hieroglyphics of greet fignit «nce 
to all appearance, but which have only a conventional and tanct‘ul 
value. "Thefe have fometimes accumelated to an amazing extent; the 
political atmofphe re has been darkened by fhowers of hem fis ing 
about in various direGtions, tll their nu nber has reduced their ima- 
ginary price to the flandard of common culinary and deterfive pop te 
One circumftance attending this charta. poeric procefs has not vet been 
inveftigated ; and we earneflly recommend it to the diligent obferva. 
tion 0 future ftudents. Whether in the operation we have defcribed, 
the paper produced has the fame affinity to tattered clothes and ragged 
linen, as the common fheets of that ufeful commodity, made by the 
ufual manufacturers, 

«© Wondertul as this great myftery of illumination undoubtedly 
is, we cannot be furprifed that the warm imagination of earlier 
ages attributed to it fome fictitious qualities, which our minuter in- 
veftigation has fhewn to be non-exiflent. It was fuppofed by fome, 
ihacreite great phyfiologiits, to have the fanciful power of conferring 

youth, w ifdom, and terrettrial immortality. Alas, how have our hopes, 

thus foolifhiy raifed, been cruel, difappointed ! Has one wrinkle been 
chaced from the brow of beauty by its lenient operauion at St. Anne’s 
Fill? or has it cured ong head-ache or hiccup contracted by the mid- 
night lucubrations of the Crown and Anchor ? has its wifdom- givi ing 
power enabled Mr. Taylor, Mr. Nicoll, or Mr, William Snih, to 
arreft the hungry ttomachs of the Houfe of Commons, or «ver to yr 
tain one member from his dinner ? has it empowered Sir F. Burdett te 
anfwer Mr. Pitt, or to thaw the obdurate royalifin of his Majetty’s 
gaoler at Cold Bath Fields? no—even in thofe breaits where its 
influesce is leaft counteracted, where no pride of anceilry, no acquired 
wealth, no prejudices of fociety , or education, thwart its facred ene 
ergies; fo litle is the wifdom conferred by it that ariftocratic gold, 

and legal eloquence, can hardly fave our profeffors from the pillory and 
the halter. As to the immort: ality once expected from it; the weird 
philofophers, like their prede ‘ceflors in Macbeth, mays . keep the 
word of promife to our ear, but break it to our hopes.’ Ii covnot 
impede the fliding facility of the rope at Newgate, or the ftill more 
celebrated operation of the razor of reafon. Bui it immortalizes our 
names, it embalms our character, and gives an eternal duraiion to 
many who could certainly enfure it by no oiler method. It fhall, 
then, be my effort, in the reft of this work, to conlign to that im- 
mortality, fo dearly bought, and fo juitly merited, thofe great men 
who, ™ fallen on evil days and evil tongues,’ have too invidious a 
chance of being buried, in a few years, beneath the accumulated pref. 
fure of public indignation; or, at beft, of furnifhing only a few 
pathetic reflections to the fentimental editors of the Morning Chro- 
picle, and the Newgate Calendar.”’ 

This is followed by a ‘ notice of the editor’’ in which he marks 
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the modern definition of Whig and Tory, and fhews in what it differs 
from the ancient definition, Thefe, with an * Apologetical Epilile 
to the Right Honourable the Earl of M ay’? form the whole of 
the pieces that are written in profe. The poetical pieces coniift of 
imita ions of Virgil and are vanged in the fullowing order: 1. ¥ ire 
gil’s Third Eclocue imitated ; fcene, Crown and Anchor. Anniver 





The Sixth Eclogue; fcene, Moonritips. 3. The Sth Bele Bue j 
{fcene, Brookes’s. 4. Sescus: or, if underftood Patrony mice, the 
Brenchman. The Tenth Eclogue ; fcene, Whig Club. Time, after 
dinner. §. The Firil Book of the Georcics. 6. The Fourth Book 
of the Grorcics. 

From thefe we fhall make fuch excerpts as will tend to thew the 
manner in which the author treats his fubjed, and the chara¢ter of 
his poetry. Our firft extra¢t is from the beginning of the imitation 
of Virgil’s Third Eclogue, Dic mihi, Dows ‘ta, cujum pecus? ‘S+. 


«© Hail to that day, the fatreft of the year, 

‘To Whigs of W e(tminiter for ever dear ; 

That happy day, when Covent-Garden fmil’d, 
As old Saint Stephen blefs’d his fav’rite child. 
"That day, when laft the rolling fun brought round, 
He faw the board with annual plenty crown'd. 
Here ‘Tooke, there Briniley, led a patriot band, 
That pac’d in fallen filence down the Strand. 
"Then at their darling fign their forrows drown, 
Hope’s golden Anchor, near the vacant Crown. 
Fox had retir’d ; when thus Horne Tooke began, 
And Brinfley’s mild replies alternate ran, 

7. ** Ah fay, my friend, from whence that chofen train, 
That dog: your heels, and pledge you in Champagne? 
Tell me, do thefe from Bedford Houfe repair, 

Or Norfolk’s revels in St. James’s Square ? 


S. ** No; know you not of Whigs the nobleft band ? 
Relig nd by Fox himfelf to my command, 


ds *8 Ah, haplefs race! for antiquated charms 
Have luli’d your leader in a matron’s arms, 
There doubly {pent in whoring and Champagne, 
Vain Whitbread’s malt, and Bedford’s land is vain, 
For new fubferiptions beggar half your train. 


** Come, come, John Horne, be fparing of your tongue ; 
Your tafte for venifon is fomewhat itrong. 
No tax to pay—from re: juifition clear, 
You're § paffing rich, on A.xty pounds a year.’ 


29 os and no more—tho’ Jordan figh unpaid, 
Tho’ raving Kemble damn th’ ungatotul trade ; 
MM hile high Dutch Indians charm a ‘Tory town, 
And ranting Rolio knocks rebellion down, 

S, * Could 
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$. « Could ther your foul * on fixty pounds afpire 
To feat democracy in Stephen’s choir ? 
No—Envy bad you, tho’ the election mifs’d, 


Get Fox well pelted, and our party hifs’d. 


Z. ‘© What can efcape the Premier’s piercing eye, 

When even your’s an unpaid tax defery ? 

Did you, like him, to feize a place prepare, 

When laft you litten’d to the Prince’s pray’r ? 

For what, but inct’reft, brib’d your party tongue, 

Or fram’d the fpeech, for which poor Parker {wang ?”” 

The contention between the rival patriots is continued, in the fame 

ftrain, until the Ducal P cfident terminates it by a matter-of-fact obe 
fervation—* the club’s completely drunk.’ 


Virgil’s 8:h Eclogue. Paforum Mufam, Damonis et A'phefibaiy Ste 


«© Sot were the flrains that fell from Fox’s tongue, 
When Tarlion’s broken vows, he forrowing funy : 
Strange were the charms defponding Brinfley try’d 
When cropfick Maitland left his foftering fide.t 
Groom. porters fail’d to tell what odds weie giv’ny 
And liftening Lords forgot the nick to feven. 

Oh thou! where’er thy triple banner waves ; 

Or if, where Nile regenerate Egypt laves— 

Or rear’d triumphant on the Louvre’s tower, 

It ftreams the badge of dictatorial power ; 

Or if in France thy will fuprene crea‘es 

New laws, new freedom, tor the Goliic States 3 

Or if in climes that feel a fiercer fun, 

Thy call fraternal the grim tenants own.f 





* «On fixty pounds.| At the Weftminfter Jecion four years ago 
Mr. T. muft have poficfled an income of three hundred pounds. One 
cannot furely enough lament the very ropid decline of this gen'leman’s 
circumftances. It muit, however, be fome alleviation to the poige 
nancy of his gricf for the lofs of his friend Mr. Vaughan, that he wall 
be enabled, by his death, (if our information be correct,) to indulge 
his known patriotif{m in a more liberal contribution to the exigencis 
of his country. Dawns les malheurs de nos meilleurs Am’s, il y @ tote 
jours quelque chofe qui ne nous déplat pas.”’ Roche oucau.t- Max, 

F  §:de.] ‘The political annihilation of Lord L, is here naturally 
accounted for.”’ 

t “© Tenants own.] Under the fcheme of general equality and 
fraternization, the hy znas cannot be excluded, and would make ufee 
ful light troops, as well to harrafs the enemy while living, as to dife 
pofe of him when dead. They might give beneficial leflons in addition 
to thofe already praétifed by the French, with refpect to the art of 
fubiiiting themfelves in an enciny’s country.” 
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ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 
Oh be it mine to fpeak thy deathlefs praife, 


And twine my w reath with Bonaparte’s Bays. 

This mourning verfe from Albion’s mufe receive, 

And learn how here neglected patriots grieve. 

Thus Fox began: oh! power of frauds and ftrife ! 

"Thou guardian god of my confiftent life, 

So oft appeal’d to, and fo oft bely'd, 

See recreant Tarlton by his King employ’d ! 

Begin my mufe, begin the plaintive ftrain, 

Hear it St. Ann’s, and hear each neighbouring plain !"’ 
«¢ Me once felf-intereft taught to join with North, 

And praife too late a fellow-fufferer’s worth. 

I fac’d, undaunted, all the load of fhame, 

Or thar’d with him, what both deferv’d, the blame: 

Begin my mufe, begin the plaintive ftrain ! 

Hear it Si. Ann’s, and hear each netghb’ring plain.” 

































“¢ He ceas’d ;_ the drops of forrow * gemm’d his eyes, ' 
In varied accent Brinfley thus replics— 

“€ Boy ; fome Champagne! and look, you froth it well : 
Fix to my chair a sibs ind from the bell : 

Light fcented candles: ev ery nerve provoke 
The wine to relifh, and applaud the joke. 
Now crown the glafs! bring more, and more Champagne ; 
And lure my Maitland to thefe arms again ! 
“© Let the gay captain raife the jovial fong ; 
To ftrains like his, feductive powers belong : 
His manly voice can footh the aching breait, 
With fchemes expos’d, and blafled hopes depreft : 
His humour, Nicholl’s felf can underitand, 
And folemn Taylor hear, wich fimper bland : 
Now crown she glafs ; bring more, and more Champagne, 
And lure my Maiti: ind to thefe arms again. 

«© Now the full bumper give to Maitland’s name ; 
With thrice three general fhouts the pledge proclaim ! 
"That facred number fuits the genial board, 

With three rich courfes in jutt order ftor’d ; 

To bear three bottles, be each patriot’s boatt, 

And thrice three plaudits mark each matter toatt. 

Now crown the glafs! bring more, and more Champagne, 
And lure my Maitland to thefe arms again! 


* «© Gemm'd.| Quere, bung’d! a phrafe in common ufe, ard de- 
rived from an exercife, very fafhionable among the honourable gentle- 
man’s interett in the city of Wettingniter, as might feem alfo a 
metaphorical none to the profeffion of one of his moft fteady 
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¢¢ Ev’n as thefe bumpers down my gullet glide, 
Mav Pirt’s curft fa&tion down the back ftairs flide ! 
Again ‘hall Maitland then repair to town, 
And fill fome office, tho’ proud * London frown. 


Boy ; bring fome olives —fpread the anchovy toaftt— 
Thete French, and that from the Cifalpine coatt— 

If thefe prevail not, all my hopes are loft. 

Now crown the glais! bring more, and more Champagne. 
And Jure my Maitland to thefe arms again ! 

“ With fuch ftrong love my foul for Maitland yearns, 

As for a place in patriot bofoms burns, 
For this each dull-bird fweats, a fpeech to frame, 
This, Nicholl’s with, this Tommy Thompfon’s aim : 
For this, half dos’d, the livelong night they fit, 
And tho’ they underftand not, anfwer Pitt. 
Now crown the glafs, bring more, and more Champagne, | 
And Jure my Maitland to thefe arms again ? 
‘ This golden fnuff-box, pledge of Maitland’s love, 
Mutt the tad folace of his abfence prove. 
Yet, as my nofe receives the pungent gueft, 
Each pinch {till vibrates to my vacant breatt. 
Now crown the glafs, bring more, and more Champagne, 
And lure my Maitland to thefe arms again ! 

“* Thefe lines of Greek fthall grace my Maitland’s fpeech, 
Which Parr once deign’d my ftudious youth to teach. 
Illuftrious Parr! in whofe prolific throat, 

‘Too thick for utterance, Greek quotations float ; 

Oft have I wrapt in thick tobacco’s gloom, 

Seen learned Dr. Parr a beaft become ; 

Rake flumbering volumes from their long repofe, 

And from old Johuton feize the palm of cumb'rous profe. 
Now crown the glafs, bring more, and more Champagne, 
And lure my Maitland to thefe arms again. 

“* Sring fome clear cinders —wake the curling blaze— 

In vai we toaft; in vain the voice we raife: 

No toatt-mafter, this headftrong Lord reveres, 

No ftrains of modeft Morris touch his ears : 

Now crown the glafs, bring more, and more Champagne, 
And Inre my Maitland to thefe arms again. 

“ Hark, the loud rattle {peaks the coming coach, 

My itching + thumbs foretell his lov’d approach. - 
e 





* «© London frown.) \t is fuperfluous here to enter into the parti- 
culars of his Lordthip’s with, to defcend into office on the Eatt fide 
of ‘lemple-bar, when he found he could not afcend into place on 
the Weit. The tranfaction is too recent to require any explanation 
of the paffage alluding to it.’ 

t “ Thumbs.] \t is impoflible that this expreflion can be bor- 


towed from the lines of Shak{peare,— 
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He comes, he comes !—I catch the long loft word 
When echoing w aiters cry, my Lord, my Lord! 

His well know! n voice {: Jute s my ravith'd ear, 

(Or wine delufive, makes me feem to hear) . 
Now crown the Jafs, bring more, and more Champagne, 
And lure my Maitland to. thefe arms again.” 

firft book of the Georgics, Qwid factat letas fegetes, Se. 
What makes rebellion fmile; at what juft hour ? 

‘To move nice queftions ; when to add the power 

Of Whig to Democrats; what care muft form 

The ftripling tage, or guide the patriot {warm 5 

Such arts [ ting: And ye, Huftrions pair, 

Who boliter up our caufe each patlng year, 

Fox and Horne fooke! if e’er your liberal-hand 

For wheat would fubftiiute the acorn bland. 

Dath the proud cuftafd from all Mayors but one, 
And let your Hervey eat the tart a one. 

Ye too, the genuine fons of Pandy $ wiles, 

Spawn of Chalk Farm, and nymphs of gay St. Giles ; 
Attend the tong: and thon Hibernian . lage 

Grace with protecting nod th’ inftructive page : 
Thou, whofe full parfe fibernias bounties crown, 

“The juft reward of virtues not thine own. 

Thou t too, whofe large domains in every fhire, 

Our hopes for equal property intpire! 


Thou who for us militia glories loft, 


And Yorkthire’s rolls! our bulwark and our boaft: 

$ Thou too, whofe efforts broke the hufband’s whip 
And oil'd connubal knots, to make them flip, 

Thou too, illuftrious § arbiter of wool, 

Grave without thinking, and tho’ emoty, dull; 

| And thou great cenfor of fpades, drills, and ploughs, 
Whofe judgment Coke adores, and Young allows ; 
Crops, lecturers, patriots, all whole fervid minds 

No qualm repreifes and no confcience binds ; 
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‘ By the pricking of my thumbs 
* Something wicked this way comes—’ 


for were it fo, Lord L. would be characterized asa thing wicked : 
¢ which is, (God blefs us!) a thing of naught.” 

° Sag t.] 
out of his country, than Neptune did out of Attica. 
+ Thou too.] 
t Thon too.] 


Mr. Grattan: but this gentleman firuck a better thing 


His Grace the Duke of Norfolk. 
Mary Woolitoncroft Godwin, 


Arbiter.) Sir John Sinclair, Bart. M. P. ci-devant prefi- 


dent of the Board of Agriculture—or his ram. The allufion is 
doubtful. 

|| Great Cenfor.] 
counts of the Agricultural mectings at Wooburn, 


His Grace the Duke of Bedford—Vide ace 
* All 
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All who can wade remorfe and fhame beyond, 
Who toatfi, who club, who plot, who correfpond. 
Oh! thro’ the path myfierious guide my lay, 
And the rich lore of Anarchy difplay. 

“ In early youth ta calm experience blind 
When fraud-full fancy foftens all the mind, 
Let the tly fage his noble toil begin 
And ftamp the witching rudiments of fin. 

But ftill that heart the beft return fhall yield, 
Which vice has fapp’d and difappointment fteel’d. 
“ Now e’er you feek to win the youthtal ear, 

Sift well your fubjec, and th’ aflault prepare. 

Each childith prejudic e, each habit fean, 

And learn each various bias of the man. 

Mark which bold minds the blaze of truth will bear, 
And which, more cautious, ftart at what they hear 5 
With fome the patriot jargon fill fucceeds ; 

Some rufh, where’er feductive pleature leads : 
Thefe Hymen’s joys and quick divorces move ; 
And all the fweet viciffitudes of love : 

Of wealth divided fome with rapture hear, 

And {cent the promis’d plunder from afar ; 

Your needy man is born for blood and ftrife, 

And embryo murders lurk upon his knife ; 

For niggard nature has her gifts confin'd; 

Nor™* lavith'd every crime on every mind ; 

Such is her law, fince heavenly juttice hurl'd 
Satan’s grim troops into the nether world ; 

Troops, from whom modern Jacobins arofe ; 

An hardy race unmoved by human woes, 

‘ Then careful, on the waxen mind of youth 
Stamp, deeply ftamp, each democratic trath. 
Yet not too long with crude inftruction tire 
The flagging ear, but other thoughts infpire. 
‘Today, man’s perfe&t } energies expound, 

By no reftraint or fool-born conicience bound ; 








* Nor lavifb'd. ] Analogous to this is the opinion of Mr. Jon. 
Wild, a very eminent /cavant, now fully rewarded. That phi- 
lofopher held it to be the part of a wife man never to do more 
mifchief to another, than was neceflary for cfleGting his purpofe ; 
for he faid, mifchief was a thing too precious to be thrown away. 

+ Energies.] Mr. Godwin has, in his great work, manifefted, 
beyond fear of contradiétion, that the human energies are ina 
fate of progreffive improvement, and will gradually attain abfo- 
lute perfection, fo as that all our wants will be {fpontancoufly fup- 
plied, 

N. B. The Britith Philofopher pillaged this idea from the Ger- 
man profeilor Fichte, 

Then 
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Then to the flow’ry path of pleafure lead, 

Then paint the joy when priefts or monarchs bleed ; 
Since the worn-mind for varying objedts calls, 

Ev’n lawlets Love by re petition ‘palls, 

From hints too broad at fir with care refrain, 

Nor plant your precepts in a barren brain. 

“ Oft too, the power of ridicule employ 
The tender feeds of virtne to detiroy : 
Whether ‘tis ill-plac’d ihame that faps the root, 
Or keener thears forbid her germs to fhoot, 

Or oft ailail’d, what once the mind re ver'd, 
Sinks toa bug-be ar, but by folly fear’d.” 


“ Aware of this, the varying figns await 
That mark the weal or weakne(s of a State: 
For figns there are, that Jacobins thould know, 
What time to firike, anc when reprefs the blow ; 
When France prevails, let Napper Tandy roam : 
When Auttria ane, keep your {couts at home, 
That hour ill fuits the de {perate mutineer, 
When England's thunder Egypt's defarts hear : 
On Acra’s wall when ttands “the conqu'ring tar, 
Nor bounds his glory by a naval war: 
When the red flag which rul'd the main before, 
Now flies triumphant on Aboukir’s tower : 
Or from the rugged North when armies flow, 
And Paul ftands victor on the banks of Po. 

“ But other figns and other manners tell 
When fafely treafon may detert her cell. 
Then ftoops to meannefs the patrician mind, 
No honour prompts it, and no {cruples bind ; 
Ali e removd from polifl'd arts appear 
In equal rank, the boxer and the peer 
Then at fome pot-houle patriot coblers fix 
Their nightly club, to gabble politics : 
Ev'n new-born literature alarms the poor, 
And books are bought, where books ne'er came before. 
While fafe at diftance Paine unpunith’d croaks 
The notes of treafon to the fimple folks. 
In profe fublime, old Wyvil takes the lead, 
And worries Pitt—becaute they once agreed ; 
Unhappy Pitt! if once thy erring youth, 
Led by bad company, forfook the truth ; 
Vaft is the fine thy riper years muft pay 
To clear the forfeit of that lucklefs day ! 
Then oft expos'd,* the bare fac'd journals try 
The public mind, and point their daily lye ; 





*# « Evpos'd,] 


Vide Anti-Jacobin paffim,” 
Thea 
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Then from their garrets, Chriftie, Parr, and Freind, 
Their thort-liv’d pamphlets in Reviews * defend ; 
Still the fame caufe in tales or hittories plead, 
Write books on books ; and lo! the public read: 
Not that their fterile brains with genius glow, 

Or from their pens ftrong fenfe and judgment flow ; 
But when, or baffled pride, or envy blinds, 

Or wild ambition whets their eager minds, 

So they but rife, whate’er the means, they flight ; 
Hate right as wrong, and worthip wrong as right. 
Each his own matter paflion rules: but ail 

In union toil to work the Premier's fall : 

Whigs, Democrats, and grave Diffenters join 

To featter difcontent and guzzle wine ; 

Hence clubs arife, the Crown and Anchor fills, 
And B——d fearce can pay the tavern bills.” 

We could have extraéted much more largely, from parts equally 
fpirited and poetical ; but our extracts have already been unufually 
copious, and will amply fuffice to enable our readers to form a 
correct jadgment of the fatirifi’s abilities and principles. One only 
remark we have to fubjoin. Strong and fevere as many of his ani- 
madverfions unqueftionably are, there is fcarcely one practice which 
he has imputed to the party, to which they have not had recourte ; 
indeed, we know of tome, more foul, more detetiable, than any 
which he has fatirized. Nor is there any one of bis expreilions, 
however ftrong, however fevere, which would not be firictly appli- 
cable to the man, who could have the fhamelefs eftrontery to pro- 
nounce in a Britith Houte of Commons, fuch a panegyric, as we 
have lately perufed in the public prints, on that unprincipled enemy 
of the Britith Conftitution, that montter of vice and iniquity, 
Bonaparte. If there could be any Member of either Houfe, to 
loft to every fenfe of fhame, fo deftitute of all the feelings of a 
Briton, as fo to panegyrize fuch a being, the abhorrence of all good 
men, and the execrations of his country would be his deferved 
port on.+ 

Arr. 





* « Reviews.) Vide Analytical and Critical Reviews,” &c. &e. 

+ Bonaparte has been called Great, forfooth, becaufe he t:x- 
verted with his army the unfortified and unguarded pafles of the 
Alps; defcended into the plains ot Lombardy, either wholly un- 
oppofed, or at moft, very feebly oppofed by very weak and feparate 
detachments, of the enemy ; and becaufe, after having been allow- 
ed to aflemble all the fcattered divifions of his army into one com- 
paét body, he defeated the Auttrians folely, by the acknowledged fu- 
periority of bis numbers, after one of the moft defperate actions that 
ever was fought, and after his own fuperior forces had been beaten 
during a greater part of the day! If this be fufhcient to confiitute 
greaine/s, no wonder we are taught, by fimilar panegyrilts, to con- 


fider the profufion of a fpendtbrift, with the incans of a pauper, _- 
the 
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Art. XI. The fir and fourth Books of the Odes of Horace, tranf. 
lated into Englifh Verfe. 8vo. 28. 6d. Hatchard. rygq. 

WITHOUT fatiguing attention with an elaborate difquifition on 
the Odes of Horace, the difficulty of tranflating them, or the merits 
of their tranflators, we fhall, at ouce, announce the prefent verfion 
of the firft and fourth Books, as the beft (on the whole, decidedly the 
beft) that hath yet appeared in an Englifh drefs. Hitherto, Francis 
feems to have holden the moft diftinguifhed place among the Eng. 
lith verfifiers of Horace. 

That our readers may determine, to which of thefe rival poets the 
wreath is due, we fhall lay before them, the third Ode of the firft 
Book ; firft by Francis, and fecondly, by the new tranflator, 


By Francis. 

“ To the Ship, in which Virgil failed to Athens. 
«© Somay the Cyprian Queen divine, 
And the twin-ftars with faving luftre fhine. 
So may the father of the wind 
All others, but the weftern breezes, bind ; 
As you, dear veilel! fafe reftore 
The intrufted pledge to the Athenian fhore, 
And of my foul the partner fave, 
My much lov’d Virgil from the raging wave. 
Or oak, or brafs, with triple fold, 
Around that daring mortal’s bofom roll’d, 
Who firft, to the wild ocean’s rage, 
Launch’d the frail bark, and heard the winds engage, 
"Tempeftuous, when the fouth defcends 
Precipitate, and with the north contends ; 
Nor fear’d the ftars portending rain, 
Nor the loud tyrant of the weftern main, 
Of power fupreme the ftorm to raife, 
Or calmer fmooth the furface of the feas. 
What various forms of death could fright 
The man who view’d with fixt un/baken fight, 
The floating monfters, waves enflam’d, 
And rocks, for fhipwreck’d fleets, i//-famed? 





_ 


the practice of incurring debts without the profpeé, or intention, 
of paying them, thereby involving hundreds in ruin to fupport the 

rofligate extravagance of one, as indubitable proofs of genius, 
iberality, and fpirit; to regard the negleét of all public duty in 
order to devote every hour to inglorious idlenefs in the arms of a 
proftitute, as an infallible mark of genuine patriotifm and public 
virtue ; and the fathionable divifion of time between tavern orgies, 
the gaming tables, and the ftews, as indifputable fymptoms of the 
growth of amiability and gentlenefs of manners!!! 


Jove 
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Jove has the realms of earth in vain 

Divided by the inhabitable main, 

If thips profane, with fearlefs pride 

Bound o’er the inviolable tide. 

No laws, or human or divine, 

Can the prefumptuous race of man confine. 
Thus from the fun’s ethereal beam 

When bold Prometheus ftole the enlivening flame, 
Of fevers dire a ghaftly brood 

Till then unknown, the enhappy fraud purfued ; 
On eurth their horrors baleful {pread, 

And the pele monarch of the dead, 

Till chen flow-moving to his prey, 
Precipitately rapid, fwept his way. 

Thus did the venturous Cretan dare 

To tempt, with impious wings, the void of air; 
Thro’ hell, Alcides urg’d his courfe ; 

No work too high for man’s audacious force. 
Our ‘olly would attempt the tkies, 

And with gigantic boldnefs 1 impious rife ; 

Nor Jove, provok’d by mortal pride, 

Can lay his ang-y thunderbolts afide.’’ 


By the new TranstatTor.—/ fe /ame, 

«© The goddefs of the C, prian green, 

The brothers of the Spartan Queen, 
Beaming from ftars of light a fricndly ray ; 

And he, whofe power the tempeit binds, 

Reitraining, all fave weftern, winds, 
So guide thee on thy way !* 

Lov’d bark! as tothy duty juft, 

Thou giv’tt once more thy facred truft, 
My abfent Virgil tothis anxious heart: 

h, fafe from peril, I implore, 

Waft gently co the Athenian ihore 

My foul’s far better part! 


Sure, oak and triple brafs were found 
That hardy mortal’s breaft around, 





* This reminds us of a fimilar paflage in Theocritus, to which, 
pethaps, the tranilator had an eye: 


«* Bur ye, though now the clofing waves purfue, 
Quick refcue from the chafm the dying crew ! 

Lo, the cloids break! their fcatter’d fragments fly, 
Whil& the drear winds in whifpering murmurs die ; 
And each mild ftar, that misks the tranquil night, 
Gilds the repofing wave with friendly light.’’ 


Polwhele’s Theocritus, Vol. 1, P. 157+ 
Who 


| 





ee a 












ORIGINAL CRITICISMe 


Who firft dar’d ocean’s unknown depths to brave ; 
Who firft his fragile bark reftgn’d, 
Adventurous, to the driving wind 

And unrelenting wave! 


Nor fear’d the blaft of Lybia join’d 
In confli€& with the northern wind, 
The watery Hyads, nor loud Autter’s power; 
At whofe high bidding, on the deep, 
The Adriatic billows {leep, 
Or black’ning tempetts lower. 





































What form of death his foul could awe, 
Whofe fteady eye unalter’d faw 

The unwieldy tribes of ocean tumbling round ? 
Who faw, unmov’d, the fwelling deep, 
And fell Acroceraunia’s fteep 


For many a wreck* renown'd? 


In vain creative wifdom’s hand, 
Amid the widely fever’d land, 
In length unfocial pour’d the hoary tides ; 
If, heedlefs of the high decree, 
O’er every interditted fea 
The impious veffel glides. 


To fuffering fteel’d, perverfely bold, 

Man grafps the woe the Gods behold, 
And fondly rufhes on forbidden ill: 

With fatal fraud Prometheus won 

The ethereal lame: a world undone 
Yet mourns his baleful fkill. 


Hence, loof’d o’er earth’s fair face to range, 
A hoft of fpectres new and ftrange, 

Gaunt tamine ftalk’d, and fever’s fiery race ; 
And death, till then a diftant foe, 
With gradual ftep advancing flow, 

Infatiate urg’d his pace. 


Amid the azure void of Heaven, 
On plumes to mortals never given, 
His tracklefs way the Cretan next effay’d : 
The toil of Hercules defy’d 
Black .Acheron’s oppofing tide, 
And burft the infernal fhade, 


The darings of the human mind 
No awe can check, no limits bind ; 
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To Heaven itfelf our fenfelefs pride afpires: 
Nor Jove, (fo faft our crimes increafe) 
Can give his vengeance paufe, or ceale 

To graiphis angry fires,’’ 


To this tranflator Francis is dull and fpiritlefs. Of Mifs Sew. 
ard’s Horatian Odes we entertain no very high opinion ; though 
we fet a due value on her poetical talents. It may be amufing, 
however, to fee Francis, Seward, and our anonymous tranilator pla. 
ced in competition with each other, 

Book the Fir. Ode the Ninth, 
By Francis. 
«© Behold Soracte’s airy height, 
See how it ftands an heap of fnow : 
Behold the winter’s hoary weight 
Opprefs the labouring woods below ; 
And, by the /eafon’s icy hand 
Congeal’d, the /azy rivers ftand. 
Now melt away the winter’s cold, 
And larger pile the cheerful fire ; 
Bring down the vintage four-year-old, 
Whofe mellow’d heat can mirth infpire ; 
Then to the guardian powers divine 
Carelefs, the reft of lite refign: 
For when the warring winds arife, 
And o’er the fervid ocean fweep, 
They fpeak—And lo! the tempett dies 
On the fmooth bofom of the deep : 
Unthaken ftands the aged grove, 
And feels the providence of Jove. 
To-morrow with its cares depife, 
And make the prefent hour your own ; 
Be fwift to catch ic as it flies, 
And fcore it up as clearly won ; 
Nor let your youth difdain to prove 
The Joys of dancing and of love. 


By Sewarp.—The fame. 


‘© In dazzling whitenefs, lo! Soracte towers, 
ds all the mountain were one heap of fuow ! 
Ruth from the loaded woods the glittering fhowers ; 
The froft-bound waters can no longer em 


Let plenteous billets, on the glowing hearth, 
Diffolwe the ice-dart ereit reach thy veins ; 
Bring mellow wines to prompt convivial mirth, 
Nor heed the arrefted fireams, or /lippery plains, 
NO. XXV. VOL. VI. Y High 
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High Heaven, refiftlefs, in his varied fway, 


aks !—The wild elements contend no more 5 

Nor then, from raging feas, the foamy /pray 

Climbs the dark rocks, or curls upon the fhore. 
And peaceful, then, yon aged ath fhall ftand ; 

In breathle/s calm the dufky Cy prefs rife ; 
‘To-morrow’s deftiny the Gods command, 

To-day is thine ; enjoy it, and be wife.’”” 

By the new TransLaror.—Tbe jame, 
#6 See! 'Thaliarchas ! cloath’d in fnow, 

Sora¢te rifes white in air: 
Keen Froft forbids the fream to flow, 

And fearce the woods their p/vmy burthen bear. 
Hafte! cheer the piercing feajcn’s cold, 

Pile high with wood the blazing hearth ; 
Let generous wine, four fummers old, 

Flame from the cafk, and crown the board with mirth, 
To Heaven jsermié the reft, whofe will, 

When wild winds war with wintery feas, 
Can juil them to acalm, fo ftill, 

That not a murmur waves the trembling trees. 


Inquire not of to-morrow’s doom ; 
‘To- day account a certain gain ; 
While time yet {pares thy youthful re 
Nor {corn fweet love, nor fhun the chy 


ral train.”? 

Thefe three verfions are, neither of them, f faultlefs. . In°Francis, 
we object to airy height,” and * hoary w wig as monoto- 
nous, to fay nothing of the rhyme; and to 6 the Seafons,’? as too 

eneral aterm ; and, i in Seward, to the pa raph iraftic turn of the whole, 
an which the buttling action of the original is entirely loft. Her 
paraphrafe, indeed, is not from Horace but from Francis. Francis 
fays, | ina note: ** conffet xive, as if the whole mountain were an heap 
of {now ;’’ to which Seward echoes: as ali the mountain were one 
heap of {now,’’? &c. &c. In the new tranflator, we find one or two 
expreflions, too general, and, perha 1PSy affected ; but we think him 
far fuperior to Seward, and (except in the latt ftanza) to Francis. 
In the mean time we have not forgotten Mr. Bofeawen to whom 
fome critics have adjudged the palm, ‘of victory. But not having his 
book in our poffeflion we could form no eftimate of its comparative 


merits, 


Agr. XII. Lord Auckland’s Triumph ; or, the Death of Crim. Con. a 
par of “prophetic Odes. To which are added, an Ai ldre /s to Hymen; 
an Ode to tbe Papfions 5 Advice to Young Wonien, or the Rofe and 
Strawberry; a Kable. -With a moft interefting Poffcript. By 
Peter Pindar) Efq. 4to. Pe, 52. 2s. Od. W eft and Hughes, 
1900, 


WHOEVER 
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WHOEVER could exnec& to fee a well- written eflay eee 
the prog fs of Jacobinitin trom the pen ot Marat, or an Od 
upon the Vice and age y of ambition and « nqueft from the poetie 
genius of HKonaparie, uld naturally hope to tee the man who 
calls himtelt Peter P. te enter the lifts, as the champion of ce- 
cency, morality, and* vfttue. All the admirers of his former pro- 
ductions will, no doubt, be equally gratified with the prefent abor- 
tion of his proftitut ed mule; for it has the fame claims to their 
notice and applaute; it As, in thort, a child of the fame deere hy a 
hideous lump of ribaldry, ob{cenity, and falfhood, truly worthy ¢ f 
its parent. Of the two. former qualities we thall not pollute our 
page by the exhibition of ipecimens which abound in every theet; 
but the charge of falfhood it behoves us to {pecify. 

In the dedication, the poetafier, alluding to the laudable efforts 
of the Bifhop of Durham, to enforce fome regard to decency at the 
Opera Houle, fays ;— This reverend Bithop and his reverend Lavy 
faw fo much at the Opera as aftonithed, confounded, and petrified ;” 
(petrified cofom or what?) “ they fawon a Saturday, «ith ‘heir own 
eyes, the wanton B at LeT break in on the holy Sabbath.” The 
object - this feandalous remark ts manifeti, but ‘dere is xo! one {yl 


lable of truth is it, y ia y falfe is the atfertion, in a note to ep. 13, 
oad fe aleit + of the Bifhop of London, he athrms, that, “ on 


a vacancy in the See ot Date, he itrained every nerve te ebtain 
the precious prize, worth nearly twenty thoufand pounds a year; 


the Bifhoprick of London, worth only poor forr thon/ands per ane 
mum, fcarcely (af cient to tupply the exlen/iwe circ/e ot his charities! 
Good man, he was difanpointed; not only difay ppo inted too; his 


prayer was confid red as a piece of meanne fs and iner: Natu de e. lt is 
well knit ) that the revenue of the See of London is efcatly inade- 
quate, in thefe times, to fupport the unavoidable expences of the 
fituation ; of the nature and extent of which fuch a mind as Peter 

Pindar’s cannot be fuppofed to have a proper conception. But the 
anecdote itfelf is a bate fabrication of his own. Remonftrance 
with fuch a wretch is vain; but expofure of him is a a on 
this fubject we fhall only fay to him, mentiris tmoudentijime. But 
though the faifhood be notorious it is poilible that hem. iy plead 
ignorance of it, and feek to avail himfelf of the benefit of Fuernus’s 
obfervation ; 

** Qui mentiuntur impudenter, hi fuis 
Refellere ipfi te folent mendaciis.” 

Aware of the notoriety which has attached to the abominable 
profligacy of his condua, Pete “* endeavours, in a ftrain, half ferious, 
halfjocular, to impreis on the minds of fuch as know bim not, an 
idea that he is reformed. 

Yes, | wasonce a finner, J confefs ; 7 


But now my morals wear a fo r drefs.” 

Had this really been the cafe, Sete, r we might have cons 
demned his writings, we fhould ha ve {p: ired the mat 1; never will 
we reproach the pe: sinent finner with his fortaken crimes; whata 

x 2 man 
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man now is, not what he das deen, is the true objet of confidera. 
tion with the moral cenfor and fatyrift. But our credulity is not 
fo ealily impofed upon ; Peter's atlertions have no weight with us; 
and, unfortunately, we are in potleffion of faéts which compel us to 
place this mock-confeffion on the long lift of his falfhoods. We 
are unwilling to add to thofe circumftantial details which our 
‘duty obliged us to enter into, when we noticed the laft libe) of 
this wretched rhymfter; but we will juft recall to his memory his 
late vifit to a favourite bookfeller, where his reception was fuch as to 
have difgufted any man who hed one atom of feeling about him, 
though it did not prevent Peter trom begging a dinner of bim; the 
feene which enfued we fhall not minutely cefcribe ; futtice it to 
fay; the bard got beafily drunk, chiefly with his favourite beve- 
rage brandy, which he blafphemoufly denominates, the liguid Me. 
frab, and, when-a proflitute, with vig he had made an appoint- 
ment for the purpofe, called to take him to the play, he was un- 
able to accompany her, and was | ft to fleep off the tumes of the 
fpirit, in a corner of the warehoufe : wae he lay lifeleis as a bale 
of damaged goods. Such is the fober drefs which the morals of 
eter Pindar are ftill aceuttomed to wear. 
When we fay that thefe pages exhibit a mifhapen mats of moti 
erable doggerel, our decifion will no doubt be imputed to pre- 
lee by thofe tea-table critics whom we have freque ntly heard 
clare that Peter Pindar’s peetry is vafly clever, fo witiy, and fo 
SURV, without, maki g a hugle cbjection to his obicenity, his 
calumny. and ‘his falthood. To fuch we exhibit the following 
ftangas with an bumble requeft, that they will favour us with a 
detoriptios of its beauties, or an indication of its wit, for, we ho- 
n.iily contefs our inability to aiscovey either. As to the con- 
feflion which it contains, of the Llacknefs of bis foul, we willingly 
record it, as perfectly correfponding w ith his aétions. 


“ T never catt off pLeasure from me—no; 
Bui huge'd her, when | met with her—and /. 
For lo! a piece of velvet was my foul! 
Black velvet, mind! which when the god of day 
Doth vifit with his all enlivening ray, 
Enjoys the radiance, and devours the whole.” 

We can ailure our readers that we have not feleGed this ftanza, 
for any pre-eminence of folly and abfurdity which it can boaft over 
its comrades; they are all of a-piece ; but this firft met our eye as 
we had occafion to refer to the page for another purpofe. Let 
thofe who can amufe themielves with fuch nonfenfe, and who 

uly think fuch a man as Peter Pindar worthy of encouragement, 

ay their half-crown for thefe Odes. 

it now only remains for us to notice what the author mode//y 

ls, “ a moft Interefting poftfcript,” which is, without exception, 
the moft atrocious Jibel that ever iflued from the prefs. Writhing 
in agony under the chaftiiement which we infli@ed on him,* Peter 
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* In our Review for Nov ember laft. 
Pindar 
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Pindar undertakes to reply, not by a denial of the ftrong fads 
which we preferred againft him, but by the moft wanton and ma- 
lignant abule of fome retpectable g¢ ntlemen, who he is pleated to 
reprefent, as the projectors and conductors of the Anri-J2copiN 
Revi: w ; and, judgiagdrom Ins own difpofition, having no idea 
that our attack upon him could originate in a fenfe of duty, or in 
any other mouve than revenge, he modeftly inyputes it to the dif- 
refpectiud manner in whieh 4e had tpoken of thole gentlemen and 
their works. Now we know futhvient of them to affirm that 
they entertain: fo jutt an opinion of this man's abilities and judg- 
ment, that they would treat his abute with tovereign contempt, 
and think, with us, that the only thing to be diended is dis pruife. 
The excellence of their characters, however, was ‘uch as to en- 
hance the delight which Peter promifed hinitelf from the gratifi- 
cation of his malignity. With the enjoyment of tuch pleafures it 
Is not our intention to interfere; butit becomes us to fay from 
aregaid for truth, that not one of thofe gentlemen ever faw the 
critique Which has excited to much indignation unui it was betore 
the public; and, farther, that, in what this man has faid retpecting 
the Anti-Jacobin Keview, all bis conjectures are erroncous, 
and all his aflertions falfe. . 

Peter Pindar has conttantly derived his information from Sev’ 
ious and other authorities equally refpectable wi em he hase: 
trived, by fome means or other, to feduce from ther duty to th 
employers ; of courte he has collected very little, it any, 
an ample portion of fiction; thete his fertile imayinatio 
worked up fo as to anfwer the purpofes of his malignant 
It is but juttice, however, to se rve that he is the molt « 
of all human beings; in fhort, his credulity can only be « 
by his obfcenity, his malignity, and his blafphemy 

Jt is truly curious to oblerve the ftudied torbearan 
towards Lords, fince the leffon of caution which 


‘ 


fact 


Lord Lontdale, to whom he crouched with a fervility « er 
abje€tnefs of tubmiffion, that ftrongly characterized the | f 


his mind. When he has now occafion to allude to a Lord, 

{fpecial care not to mention his name. His prudence is as ice: 
able in one inftance, in this potifcript, as it is deficient in anotl: 
for while he has {fo directed his abule as to avert the danger « 
perfonal correction, he has fo lavifhed it as to fubjeét himielt to 
the lath of the law. 

Our object, however, is attained ; we have eftablithed the true 
character of the man to the conviction of the public; for, through- 
out his reply toour obfervations, if his poftt-ript may be called a 
reply, he has not dared to deny any one of the atrocious charges 
which we alledged againit him. Though, by fech acquicteence 
in the juftice of our accufations, tor recrimination, (even were 
it as juft as it is unjuft, and as appiicable to us as it ts inapplicable) 
is no an({wer, except in a fuit tor a divorce, he mutt have for- 
feited all claims to the confidence, the protection, or even the 
countenance of the public (cxvept, indeed, the vicious part of it) ; 

Y 3 yet, 
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yet, it marks his prudence, tor he well knew that we had not ad- 
vanced a fingle faét which we were not tully able to tubfiantate 
by uuthentu. docun nts, and | y the oaths « f witneiles, of wuim- 
peached integrity, at the bar of a court of juftice. Nor will 
quit him here; for he fhall tind, it he again provoke our 
misdverfions, that the nunuthment which we have hitherto in- 


Licte Gd, leverciy as he has felt it, Is mercitul, Ct mpalrca to | 
which we {till have in ftore tor him. ; 

VV i thal] couclude this artucle by {}) wing the effect which 
fornix r cattigati ni ag iced on this determined enemy to the 
ay Virtuous of every de! Cription, ado ¢ fcribed by a cor :pol 

That aviwated phi ippie itung him to the Saas it drove 
almoit to madnefs, and drew from him tuch horrible execrats 


as altomthed and terrificd all who heard him. He bad neve: 
fore mei with fo powerful an adverfary., and he fu 


cc unde 

> } } ‘ | ‘ } , 

correcting hand. He has now indeed attempted to deleod hin 
, , : | ° ° 
felt, but never was there fo feeble and 1 Lit] ic a ae 
coofiits cnurrely in iecrimination; that is, In oppoling 1 
to | th; i} cd cS rit (j ’ ! le TC that uf \ Lert 
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ArT. XAill. Epiftle to Peter Pirdar. B the Author of the Pa. 


viad, ato. Pr. 40. Wright. 1800. 


THE preceding article was not ouly written but compofed before 
th: F paltle was put into our hands ; and, notwithitandinig “the con. 
formity of fentiment, and even of lanouage, which will be found be- 
tween our review of the Prophetic Odes and the ** Introduétion”’ to 
the Epille, not the fmallei comm ‘unication Whatever took: place be- 
tween the worthy and eflimable author of the Baviad and us, refpeét- 
ing the miferable productions of Peter Pindar ; and we here repeats 
v hat we have before declared, “ neither he, nor any of the refpect- 
able gentlemen who have been honoured with the abufe ot Peter, ever 
faw our review of his ** Nil Admirari,’’ until it was publithed, nor 
will have feen the piceeding article before the regular pericd of 
publication. 

The author firft fates, in br Intre aes that he has, for a feries 
of years, been the object of Peover Pind: s feurrility » towhom he has 
never given the finalic ground of offence. Peter, it feems, imputed 
to him * the Purfuits of Lirerature,’? in a note to which fome very 
juft obfervations were made on the vile heap of obfeene and t realone 
able trafh which he had publithed at different times. This imputati ion 
is here flated to have been utterly falfe, and for the truth of this 
Rtatement we do not hefitate ” pledge ourfelves. But Peter has been 
but little in the habit of confulting the truth or falfhood of his charges, 
as we have before . vd occa fion tofhew. We have no fcruple to de- 
clare ourfelves highly gratified by the pra ifes beftowed on our work, 
and on the cetique of Nil Adinirari’’ in particular, by a ees 
whole 
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whofe principles and whofe talents have long fecured, what they have 
juftly been entitled to, our refpect and citeem. So long as we cone 


tinue toenfure, and are confcious of deferving, from the goodnefs of 
our intentions, and the honeity of our zeal, the approbation of fuch 
characters, we thall deém ourfelves amply rewarded for our exertions 
in fupport of the belt caufe, we are bold to affirm, the fuccels of which 
any body of men ever undertook to promote. 

We could have withed that the author had availed himfelf of the 
opportunity afforded him of making his wretched affailant feel the lafh 
of thofe laws which he has fo long been fuffered to infult and violate 
with impunity ; and we ftill hope that this will be the cafe ; for we 
will ** give the devil his due,’’? and do Peter the juftice to acknow- 
ledge, that if he do not /ove the laws of his country he fears them, 
When threatened with a profecution by Lord Lonfdale, which he 
averted by the bafeit fervility, he had aétually made preparations 
for his departure to America, that general receptacle for all the peiti- 
lential dregs of Britain, and altered one ftanza of a printed poem, in 
which he had reviled the Americans and their conftitution, thereby 
converting, with a pliancy of principle habitual to his proftituted 
mufe, acenfure into a compliment, in order to pave the way for his 
reception in the United States. As, however, the author has con- 
defcended to inflict on him the lath of a pen, that has already proved 
fo fatal to literary fools and coxcombs, we cannot but congratulate 
the public on the appearance of one of the moft able and animated 
productions which we have perufed for a long time. Some of the 
extracts which we fhall make from it will ferve to make our readers full 
better acquainted with € the Life and Character’ of Peter Pindar. 
Firft, as to his m:/uomer. 

‘© Why the fellow took the name of Pizdar, it is not eafy to fay. 
Some alias, J will allow, it was proper for him to take; for the 
name he originally went by, had long been fynonimous with every 
thing bafe and infamous ; and was, therefore, to be laid afide: but 
ftill it remains a queftion why he took that of Pindar. Pindar, it is 
truc, wrote Odes, but they have nothing in common with the draggle. 
tailed doggrel of Peter ; nor does he differ lefs in his moral and hite- 
rary character, than in his poetical one, from this beaftly profaner of 
his name. Pindar was a man of piety, a fincere follower of the re- 
ligion of his country, anda warm and enthufiailic admirer of every 
great and illuftrious name; while Peter ————, but I difdain to 
purfue the contraft. I will only add, that Pindar was loved and 
admired while living, and honoured and lamented when dead: while 
Peter has been {corned and abhorred through a long and profligate 
life ; and when he drops, as he foon mutt, into the grave, will be fol- 
lowed by the hate and deteftation of all but Atheifts and ‘Traitors. 
The reft will experience at his death, fome portion of that pleafure 
which difburthened Italy felt when Tifiphone (his fifter-fiend) after 
fowing the feeds of rancour and animofity, opened the jaws of Ache- 


ron, and plunged to her native hell 
Y 4 ¢! 
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rupto ingens Acheronte vorago 
Peftiferas aperit fauces ; gueis condita Erynnis, 
Invifum numen, terras, caelumque Jevabat! 


ss Away then with the name of Pindar. Yet as Peter muft have 
fome name, and cannot with prudence take that of /V——, I will 
prefent him with two—either of which will ferve his tura to admi- 
ration. I fpeak of Peribomius and Natta—The firit a fad, poor 
wretch, of whom I find this apologetical account : 

sh —— hune eco fatis 
Jivpu'o, qui vultu morbum, incefluque fatecur. 

The fecord, coufin-german to the former, and whofe refemblance to 
Peter has been alresdy recognized by the author of the * Purfuits cf 
Literature,’ is thus defcribea by my friend, Mr. Drummond, 


66 Natta, to virtue loft, knows not its price, 


Fattens in floth, and sruPIFIES IN VICE; 
Sunk in the gulph, immerg’d in guilt he lies, 
Has not the power, nor yet the wifh to rife.’”’ 

The author had drawna parallel between Peter Pindar and 00 hony 
Pafquin, which he referves for a future publication. But he does not 
know that Anthony has very lately returned from America to Eng- 
Jund, and we fincerely ho pe that the fevere correé tion which he has 
experienced 1 in both countries, and the miferable dif ppol intment which 
he has fuitained In the former, will produce a reformation both of prin. 
ciple and of practice, and lead him to adopt fuch a line of conduct in 
future as will tend to avert the new caftigation thus prepared Jor him. 
Jt is the entertainment of this hope that deters us from extracting the 
fevere reproof which Anthony received, previous to his departure 
for America, from the learned and uprig ht Judge, who preitdes in the 
Court of King’s Bench. 

The author thus explains his objet in the compofition of this 
Epiftte. 

“In the fhort view which I have given of the life of a man, 
who for near half a century, has pertitted in defaming every thing 
that is great, and honourable, aud virtuous, and holy among fi us, 
I labour lets anxioutly to fhew how well be is qualified, by nature 
and habit, for the tatk, than to hold up to his few admirers (nearly, 
in my opinion, as worthlefs as himfelt,) a flight fketch of the man 
whom it has delighted them to honour; and to teach thote who 
have attracted his notice, that is, his abute, how little they have 
to apprehend from the malice of an impotent feribbler who, 
having watted his youth and manhood in unprofitable depravity, 
is fallen in the dregs of life, into merited poverty, neglect, and 
contempt.” 

* "Lhe reader will obferve that i have only conduficd Peter to 
town. His fub fequent t adventures are referved till bist vext ettufion 
of malevolent dulnets fha]! provoke me to come forward again. It 
muit not be fuppoied, however, that I have exhautied Lis country 


atchieve- 
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atchievements.— No; the tythe of them are yet untouched. [have 
now in my handa le tter from an Officer who aflifted in kicking 
him out of Maker Camp tor his tcandalous indecencies.” 

So much tor the Iptyapduction, which dif plays all that merve and 
fpurit which fo ttrongly characterize the profe. writings of this dif. 
tinguithed author. We hope to convince our readers that the poetical 
part of this Epittle is entitled to, at leaft, equal commendation. On 
contemplating the following fearures of the early chara¢ter of Peter 
Pindar, which are unguettionably drawn by the pencil of truth, the 
mind experiences the faine kind of feeling which the bard himfelf ex- 
perienced at the bafe mention ot his detefted name. 


s¢ A fhivering horror crept through all my frame, 
A damp, cold, chill, as if a fnake or toad, 
Had ftarted unawares acrofs my road :’’— 


-— ~~ ++ 


“ Corxnwacu remembers yet his firft employ, 
And thuddering tells, with what infernal joy 
His little tongue in b lafphe mies was loos’d, 

His little hands in deeds of horror ut'd : 
While mangled infects ftrew'd his cradle o'er, 
And limbs of birds diftained his bib with gore. 


“ Anon, on ftronger animals he flew 
(For with his growth his favage patlions grew) : 
And oft, w hat time his violence fail'd to kill, 
He form'd the infidious drug * with wicked 1kill; 
Saw with wild joy, in pangs til] then untry’d, 
Cats, dogs, expire; and curs'd them as they died $ 


“ With riper years a different fcene began, 
And his hate turn’d from animals to man: 
Then letters, libels, flew on fecret wings, 
And wide around infix'd their venom’d ftings; 
All fear'd, where none could ward, the coming blow, 
And each man ey’d his neighbour as his foe ; 
Till dragg’d to day, the lurking caititf ftood, 
(Th’ accurfed caufe of many a fatal feud), 
And begg’d for mercy in fo fad a ftrain, 
So wept, fo trembled, that the injur'd train 
Who, cowring at their feet, a MisckeantT faw, 
Too mean for punifhment, too poor for law, 
O'erlook d (‘twas all they could) his numerous crimes, 
And thipp’ d him off ‘ to ape and monkey climes.’ 








* « Let not the ‘reader who fhudders at this, therefore difbclieve 
it. Almoft the firft accounts I remember to have had of this man, 
(and they were from one of his own proteflion, from one who knew 
him well) related to the execrable ufe he made of his knowledge as 
an apothecary’s boy, in torturing and deftroying animals,” 
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« Tuere, while the negroes view'd with new difgufi, 
This prodigy oi drunkennel nd luft, 
: — i Se ' ose ae 
Expl re the darkelt celis, the dirtiett tyes, 
And roll in filth at which /deir gorge would rife ; 


He play'd one matter-trick to crown the whole, 
And took, © Heavens! the facerdotal fivle! 
How fhook the aliar when he firtt drew near, 


Hot from debauch, and with a fhamelets leer, 
Pour'd ftammering forth the yet unhallowed prayers, 
Mix'd with convulfive fobs, and noifome airs !-— 
Then rofe the people, paiiive now no more, 


And from bis limbs the tacred veliments tore ; 
Drage'd him with groans, fhouts, hiiles, to the main, 
And iént him to annoy thele realms again. 


« Cornwall, that fondly deem’d herfelf reliev'd, 
l-fated land! once more the peft receiv d; 
But, wary and forewarn'd, obferv’d his courfe, 
And track’d each flancer to its proper foure: 
"Till indignation, wide ar ier ipread, 
Burfi in one dreadful tempef on his head. 


; 


“ Then flight, pale flight, enfu'd!—'T'were long to trace 
His mazes, as he tlunk froin place to place; 
To count, whene'er unearth’d, what pumps he bore, 
What horfe-ponds, til] the country he foriwore, 
And, chac’d by public vengeance up and down, _ 
(Hopelefs of fhelter) fled at length to town: 
Compell'd in crowds to hide his hated head, 
And {pung’d on dirty whores for dirty bread,” 


We cannot but tranfcribe the impreflive admonition which concludes 
the Epiftle. Happy, moft happy, wall it be for the miferable object 
to whom it is addrefled, if it penetrate deeply into his black foul (we 
ufe his own words), and produce that radical and perfect reformation, 
without which, whatever eafe he may afe@, he can neither know 
true happinefs here, nor falvation hereafier. But while we ardently 
hope to witnefs this reformation, we are Jed, from our intimate know- 
ledge of the man, flrongly to fear, that the charitable attempt of the 
bard is only a renewal of the vain effort to wath the blackamoor 
white. 

“ Enough!—yYet, Peter! mark my parting lay— 
See! thy latt fands are fleeting faft away ; 
And, what thould more thy fluggith foul appal, 
Thy limbs thrink up—THE WRITING ON THE WALL'!— 
O! check, a moment check, the obfireperous din 
Of guilty joy, and hear the voice within, 
The fmall, {till voice of confcience, hear it cry, 
An Atheift thou may’/ live, but can’ft not die. 

* Give, then, poor tinkling bellman of three-f{core ! 
Give thy lewdrhymes, thy lewder converfe o'er ; 
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Thy envy, hate—and, while thou yet haé@ power, 

On other thoughts employ the unvalu’d hour ; 

Lett as trom crazy eld’s difeafeful bed, 

‘Lhou litttt, toserr av HEAVEN, thy palfied head, 
‘Lhe BLow arrive, and thou, reduc’d by fate, 

‘Vo chaage thy phrenzy for defpair too late ; 

Cloic thy dim eyes a moment in the tomb, 

‘Lo wake for ever in THE LIFE TO COME, 

Wake to meet ti1m whole ‘ ord’nance thou haft flav'd’ * 
Whole Mercy flighted, and whote Juttice brav'd!” 


The thanks of every virtuous man is due to the writer of this fpirited 
Epifile for his able expofure of a wretch who has too long been iuflered 
to {pic his venom, with impunity, 

On all that genius, all that worth holds dear, 
Unfullied rank, and piety fincere ; 

While idiot mirth the bafe defilement lauds, 
And malice, with averted face, applauds !” 


To our thanks he is peculiarly indebted for his zealous co-opera- 
tion in the talk which we had begun, and which, Peter may reft 
atlured, thall not be left unfinifhed. We trutt, this worthy co-ad- 
jutor will continue to fight with us, in fuch a caufe, fide by fide. 

We had almoft forgotten to notice that the very appropriate 
French motto, in the title page, which the author has evidently 
quoted from memory, is, from miftake, attributed to the fatyrift 
Loiteau, when, in fact, it is taken from Corneille’s tragedy of the 
(id, ,act I. fcene 3.) and is addreiled by Diego to Gomez, accom- 
panied by what Peter Pindar has fo often received, and what he 
fo frequently deierves, a blow. 





DIVINITY. 








Art. XIV. Chriftian Infiitutes: Being a popular Illuftration of 
the Creed; the Lord’s Prayer; and the Len Commandments: 
With the Sacram nts of Baptifm and the Lord's Supper. Defign- 
ed for Families, Students, and others, By a Clergyman of the 
Church of England, 8vo. Pr. 162. 2s. Rivingtons. 1799¢ 


i we much approve the author’s intentions in the prefent 
effay ; yet truth compels us to declare, that it is a very flimfy 
ee ‘¢ Expofitions and Commentaries (fays the writer in 
is preface) upon the fame fubjeéts are not wanting: yet of thefe, 
fome are much too learned for common ufe; others are too prolix; 
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the luft-dicted man 
That flaves thy ordinance,” &c. King Lear. 
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forme ate too expenfive for the generality of purchafers ; others are 
drawn up in the oninviting form of dialogue, by guefion and an/rwer: 
fo that a convenience fill feems to be looked for from a popular per. 
formance, fuited to a greater variety of circumftances, fituations, and 
purpofes. With a view, in fome meature, to anfwer this defign, an 
attempt has here been made to bring into a fhort compafs the mot 
material points of doctrine in our Creeds, &c. &c. by the aid of fuch 
approved authorities and commentaries, as the editor conceived might 
fately be relied on :— hat trom hence a proper infight may be obt.itn- 
ed into the principles of the Chriftian belief and practice: and that 
the reader may proceed with greater advantage afterwards, to works 
ot fuller illuitration, and to exp ftioxs of a fuperior renk and cha. 
racter.”’ ' 

A good abridgement of Secker, or of Gilpin, on the Church-Cate. 
chifm, might anfwer the defign here propofed : but to make a good 
abridgement requires confiderable ability. From tke fourch Section, 
which we fhall tranfcribe entire, may be formed fome jucgement of 
our author’s ityle and manner. 

‘© Of the Redempiicn of Mankind, 

*€ We next are taught the inethod of Goa’s proceeding, in the re. 
demption of mankind.—'The nature of God 1s fo oppofite ta, and 
irreconcileable qwith, fin, that 4e fpared not even Ais own fon, but 
delivered Sum up to cruel torments, and to an ignominious death, 
becaufe Ae had taken upon Asm/c/f the charge of our tranfyreflions. 
And the Son of God fo loved us, that he voluntarily offered himfelt 
for us, to fuffer thofe torments, and to undergo that death ; herehy 
to difcharge for us what we owed to God’s juttice, and to redeem 
mankind at the price of his own blood trom the power of the devil, 
and from eternal death. 

«© The firft created man had, by a tranfgreffion of God’s command, 
brought death into the world ;~-thereby fubjecting himfelf as well as 
all his defcendants, not only to temporal death, which is the death of 
the body, but to sat of the foul alfo ;—vrhaz is, to eternal punifh- 
ment in the world to come.—Now from the time of this fall of da, 
men have been accuftomed to offer animals to God in facriiice, which 
they flew, and burned to afhes before him, to thew that they acknow- 
ledged themfelves thereby so be worthy of death.—But thefe viéiims 
could not, in the nature of things, appeafe the juit difpleafure and 
anger of God, It was not potiible that the blood of bulls and of 
goats could take away the heavy charge and penalty of fin. None 
but Jefus Chriit, who was capable of fuffering in the human nacure, 
yet in virtue of the Godhead refiding in him was tree from fin, could 
fully fatisty the father’s juftice, by prefenting to him fufterings, 
which in his free grace he could accept, inttead of inflicting the punith- 
ment which fin deferves.—He then, who was pericétly tree from fin 
himfelf, was putin the place of guilty men. God, who ruleth over 
all, by a fcheme, the entire nature of which we do not perfectly com- 


‘prehend, having been pleafed to accept the voluntary fuflerings of our 


Saviour as a fuificient vindication of his own authority.—So that on 
the 
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the merit of that facrifice, free forgivenefs was obtained for all man. 
kind, conliftently with the honour, dignity, and fecurity of God’s 
laws. Chriit’s death deftroyed the power of death :—that is, it has 
blotted out and cancelled the penalty of eternal death, which finful 
man had contracted, and has opened the way to eternal life.—He is 
therefore the true lamb of God, which taketh away the fins of the 
world ;—-He is the facrificer and the facritice : he has entered ‘into 
heaven, of which the fanctuary in the Jewifh temple was the figure, 
not with the blood of animals, but with his own; and he offered to 
God once for all the facrifice of his own death; which being a perfect 
and fufficient facrifice needeth not to be repeated, like the continual 
facrifices of the old law; though it muft be continued, as perfect and 
necefary, by our offering it repeatedly in reprefentation and com. 
memoration :—thereby to apply the virtue and efficacy of Chriit’s 
fulferings, in our own perfons, to ourfelves. 

“ The name of Pontius Pilate is inferted in the Creed, that we 


may continually be reminded by it of the time, and circumi{tances of 


our Saviour’s death and fufferings ; by what means and methods the 
deligns of divine Providence were accomplifhed, that thus it fhould 
be ;—that Chriit might fuffer, by a foreign power, a particular kind 
of death, not prefcribed by the Jewith law; the fentence of which, 
the Jows were noc permitted either to pronounce, or execute; being 
obliged to refer all capital caufes to the Roman Governor.” 

The tty le of this little work is by no means fuited to the eighteenth 
century. A brother critic, who agrees with us, that the performance 
is flight and fuperficial, would yet have been unwilling to concur with 
19, in dooming it to oblivion, had it been purzed trom its Aeredys and 
therebys, and heretos and theretos, and herefroms and therefroms, and 
Sram hences and fran thences. 

But we have derected fach grammatical errors ; and there is fuch a 
want of rhythm in the periods; fuch a dull uniformity in the con. 
ftruction of the paragraphs, and fuch a feeblenefs in the expreffion, 
that we fhould ill difcharge our duty as critics, by recommending 
‘¢ Chriftian Inititutes’’ to the public attention. 


Arr. XV. A few plain Reafons for the Belief of a Chrifian. 
By Thomas Robinfon, A. M. Rector of Ruan-Minor, Cornwall. 


Svo. Pr. 44. 18. Robinfon. 1800. 


IN a fenfible and well-written introdu‘tion to this treatife, the 
author remarks: ‘* Few, perhaps, are fo ignorant of the hiftory of 
revelation, as never to have heard of the attempts that have been 
made to impede its progrefs, and fruftrate its fuccefs, Few are there, 
but mufi know, that perfons have exifted, who have laboured by their 
writings to expofe it to contempt as a fabrication and impofture. But 
little was to be apprehended fiom the difperfion of thofe unfounded 
and fallacious argumenis, which, too intricate and fubtle for common 
underitanding, were confined to the perufal of men of talents and 
trudition,’’—** The infidels, of the prefent day, have had recourfe 
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to a different, and, unfortunately, a more fuccefsful method. By 
confident affertion, * ridicule, by the groffeit and _ fhamelefs mif. 
reprefentation, and by every artifice that could | > practifed on the 
ignorant and unwary, they have, too often, fucce at 2 d in poifonia, 
the morals, and perverting the underitan lings of that middle clafs 
which conititutes fo valuable a portion of the community, Ma: 
have fallen into the fnare, not from a conviction that revelation a 
deftirute of fufficient proofs, but merely from havin g never troubled 
themfelves to en quire into the folidity of the foundation on which it 
refts for fupport. Indifferent to religion they originally took it 
upon truft, and confe: quenily were unable, in the hour of trial, to re 
fit the force with which they were attacked.’’—* With the hopes 
of affording fome little afliltance, in counteracting an evil of fucl h 
magnitude, the writer of this treatife, in defence of revelation, has 
been induced to make it public. He has drawn up a plain and com- 
pendious ftatement of the peinetpal arguments which are —. 
duced to eftablith the credibility of the facred writings. Fully ; , 
that many other works on the fame fubject, far more able nd tat ‘ 
factory than any thing that can come from him, may have already 
preceded his, he has only to obferve, that nothing precifely of the 
fame nature as that which he has here taken upon himfelf, has ever 
reached him, or, he believes, his aeighbourhood.’’ 

A few years fince, Dr. Beattie publithed two little volumes, en- 
titled ‘ Evidences of the Chriftian Religion briefly and pli ily 
fiated,”? at the inftance of the Bihop of London, An d the Bithop of 
London himfelf hath jut publithed a treatife, which he entitles ** a 
Summary of the principal Evidences for the Truth of divine Origin 
of the Chriitian Revelation; defigned chiefly for the uf 
perfons, more particularly of thofe who have lately been confirmed in 
the diocefe of London.” 

Mr. Robinfon’s work has the ney OE of being much cheaper 
and fhorter i either of thefe publications; and is, therefore, more 
acceflible to the poorer clafles, Lary more likely to be read and itudied 
by perfons who have no great command of time. 

The * Rea/ons’’ are divided into five {hort chapters. In the third 
chapter, Mr. Robinfon adduces his Ree/ons for believing the New 
Teftament. ‘ That thefe reafons (fays he) are of the ftrongeit and 
moft fatisfatory nature, and fully adequate to the conviction of every 
rational enquirer, I fhall endeavour to eftablith by a diftinct con- 
fideration of the three following propofitions :—1ft. That the founder 
of the Chriftian religion derived ‘his commiiiion and office from God. 
2dly. ‘That he was not only invefted with divine authority, but was, 
in reality, that very Mefliah who had been fo long promifed, and 
fo ardently expected. july. That the accounts delivered down to 
us in the New Teftament, relative to his life, doctrines, and character, 
are fuch as are fairly entitled to our belief.” p.18. On the third 
propofition, we are prefented with fome ftriking obfervations.— 
«* When perfons relate any matters of fat, it is ufual to determines 
from the character they bear, the degree of credit that is to be attached 
to 
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to their aflertions. When, on enquiry, we find in the witneffes, not 
only an unblemifhed integrity, but fufficient knowledge and penetra. 
tion to afcertain the truth of the circumitances they atteft; when we 
are certain, that they could not well be deceived themfelves, nor were 


likuly to attempt an impofition on others, we on y fately acquiefce in 


the validit ly of the teitimony volunt arily br ay forward, Now, if 
we apply thefe rules to the evan g lifts and ; » we es, we fhall foon be 
convinced, that they are by no means defeRive | in any fuch marks of 
true hiltorians. If we examine into chetr integrity, we mult foon 
perc ive, from the tenor of their writings, that they were incapable 
of pri opag rating a wilful imp ofture. ‘Their ceiving #n account of their 
ll and imperfections, of their mean extra¢tion and employ ments, 
their ambitious contentions, and their denial and defertion of hele 
mailer in his diitrefs, is an argument of great force in favour of their 
veracity in other refpects. They y might have concealed every thing 
that tended to lower ‘hens in the public cltimation with the gre atett 
eafe, as it was not effential to the Chriitian faith that it fhould be 
tran{mitied co pofterity. lf, therefore, they have recorded tranfactions 
that were likely to leflen their own characters, we cannot well require 
a more farisfactory proof of their ftrict and impartial regard to truth 
in every other circumttance which they have aflerted in their narra. 
tives. And befides, they fpoke of fuch tht “? only as they had feen 
or heard, themfelves, or had beensinformed of by others who had had 

ocular demonftration. ‘They have plainly (| » by the general ftrain 
of good fenfe and judgment, which runs den oh their w ritings, that 

they were not likely to be deceived by im} ition; and the circum. 
ftaiices they defcribe are of fuch a nature as not to admit of error or 
dstufion. Had they been inclined to impofe on the world by the 
fabrication of a falfhgod, they could not have expected to fucceed in 
the deception. ‘They wrote their accounts but a fhort period after the 
death of their Matter, at a time when multitudes were ftill alive, who 
had been witneties of the different faéts which they related, and who, 
it an opportunity hi id offered, would gladly ! ave come forwatd to 
detect and difgrace them. It isy indeed, highly improba ible, that a 
{et of men fhould have united to afferty that a perfon called fefus of 
Nazareth had come from God, revealed eternal life, confirmed his 
doctrines by miracles, fuflered death, and after three days had rifen 
again trom ‘the grave; and, after this, that the Holy Ghott had vifibly 
defcended on his difciples, on the day of Pentec oft, and enabled them 
to {peak all languages ; that [from] thence they had been difperfed 
through all nations, and had Sonfethied their preaching by the operas 
tion of figns and wonders ; it is, I fay, not worthy of the flightcft 
degree of credit, that fiach a narrative fhould have been attempted by 
the apoftles, or fuffered to be propagated by the Jews, (whofe interett 
it was to put a ftop to it) had it nov been fo: ipaed on f iCisy the exifle 
ence of which had been clearly and publickiy afeertained. But even 
were we to fuppofe, that the apoftles were inclined to practice fuch an 
impofition, with what poflible view could they have been led to at. 
tempt it ? Men are not often found todo mifchief formifchiet’s fake, 
even 
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even when they may do it with impunity. How much more impro. 
bable, then, is it, that men fhould do it, when fo far from having the 
profpect of advantage before them, they were certain of inc urrin; g the 
greatett danger ? Had they wifhed to acquire the honours or riches of 
the world, they took the worft poflible method that could have heen 
devifed to attain them, as the doétrines they taught were in dire@ 
oppofition to the inclinations of thofe who were able to promote their 
me interefts, ‘They mult have been already convinced, from the 
fate of their Mafter, that nothing but evil was reafonably to be exe 
pected from preaching a dotirine which had been © to the se ws a 
ftumbling-block,’ and would, probably, by * the Greeks’ be accounted 
* fcolithnefs.’ ‘They mutt have been well aware, that their perfe- 
verance in the fame caufe would eventually expofe them, as it 
before had Him, to contempt, poverty, imprifonment, and death.” 
Pr. 32—35. 

From this excerpt it will be judged, that Mr. Robinfon’s ftyle and 
manner are ferious, arguinentative, and impreflive. ‘The author affects 
no beauties of language; no fentimental refinement; but is, every 
where, fimple and unadorned. And, as he profe fles, that his ‘ de- 
fign in this publication was to render himfelf ufeful to the middle 
clailes,’’ his plainnefs does credit to his profeffions ; and a found judge. 
ment is equally difcoverable in the intention and the execution. 
In the mean time, he has difplayed a confiderable degree of fcrip. 
tural erudition. He has compreffed within the {mall {pace of forty. 
four pages, as large a quantity of theological matter, as we have 
feen expanded over two hundred, even in works of great merit and 
celebrity. And he hath contriv ed to throw an air of familiarity over 
arguments that have feldom been introduced into popular treatifes. 
Though clofe ia the argumentation, yet he is never logically formal : 
though fcarcely admitting into his pages a fuperfluous word, yet he 
never offends for want of eafe or fluency. 

In De. Beattie’s Treatife too many infidel objeGtions are brought 
forward, for thofe who are debarred, through their occupations, from 
entering deeply into the ftudy of the fcriptures. For though fuch 
objections may be fatisfactorily anfwered, in the epinion of men of 
fenfe and learning, they often leave a difagreeable impreffion on the 
common mind, excite a wifh for farther inguiry when the opportu- 
nities of inveftigation are wanting, raife doubts and fufpicions where 
not a fceptical idea had ever before intruded, and diiturb the tran. 
quillity of many an honeft Chriftian. 

In the Summary of the Evidences,’’ &c. by the Bifhop of Lon- 
don, there are various paflages (efpectally the comparifon, beautiful as 
it is, between the Bible and the Koran} not very happily adapted to 
fuch perfons as ‘* boaft neither tafte nor literature.’’ But we fcruple 
not to affert, on the moft attentive perufal of it, that Mr, Robinfon’s 
little work is calculated for all, high or low, rich or poor, who are 
required “ to give a Reajox of ihe hope that is in them.”” 


ArT. 
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Ant. XVI. 4 Sermon preached before the Archdeacons and Clergy of 
the Deaneries of Hartfmere and Hoxne, in Suffolk; at the Vijita- 
tion bolden at Eafer, in the Year, 1797 ; and of that of Southwark 
in September, 1799: and publifbed by their Defire. By the Rev. 
J. Brand, M, A. Reétor of the Parith of St. George the Mar- 
tyr, in Southwark; and Vicar of Wyckham Skeythe, in the 
County of Sulfolk. 4to. Per. 18. Rivingtons, 1800. 


THE. main obje& of this difcourfe is to imprefs on the minds of 
the clergy the neceflity of additional zeal in “ Looking diligently let 
any man fail of the grace of God" (the words of the text’, in thefe 
disjointed times when infidelity rears her unbluthing front in the 
different nations of the earth, and when the {pirit of innovation 
or rather, of demolition, is widely diffufed with all the pride of 
vanity, and with “all the energy of wickednefs. Mr. Brand marks 
the charaéter of this mifChievous fpirit, traces its progrefs, and 
defcribes its origin. He beftows juft commendations on the mode- 
ration difplayed by the original reformers of our church, and con- 
traits their conduct with that of the pretended reformers of the pre- 
fent day. . 

He makés @ diftin@ion,between what he calls the rights of extreme 
necegity, fuch ag wwere called into a@ion in this country in 1688, 
and the imaginary rights of expedience, on, the dangerous quettion 
of refiftance to civil authority. He quotes, (in a note) for the 
benefit of thoi: whotlertthe exiftence of thefe latter rights, the 
words of one of the whig managers, on the trial of Sacheverell, 
who are favourite authorities with Mr. Brand ;—“ Refiftance is 
what is not, cannot. ner ought €vér to be defcribed and affirmed, 
in any politive law, to be excufeable ; when, and upon what never 
to be expected occafions, #umay be exercifedyno. man can forefee ; 
and ought vever to be thotght of.” DLhis doctrine is unquettionably 
found, much, «very much, as itdiffers from the precepts and prac- 
tices of modern whigs. 

Mr. Brand has an aptitude, almoft peculiar to himfelf, in the 
application of events ef ancienttimes tothe: tranfuctions of the 
prefent, proceeding from a riehftore of knowledge, acquired by 
extenfive readings and deep meditation. Of thista remarkable 
inttance occurs in amote to the latterypart of thisdifcourfe. “After 
fhewing the originsof the jernicious principles now afloat in the 
world, "he fays; 

“It ig thus that ‘thefe bad principles have been engendered, 
which prevail in this. day of troyble,yand rebuke, and blafphenny ; 
and the characters and arts oftbeir propagation feem predefcribed 


in the fecond epiftle of St. Peter, when he cehtures a fetof men, 


with whom fome followers of the gor} ‘l weres mixed, ‘ fpots in 
their feaft of Charity,’ who, among. th 
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error:’ and the Apoftle exprefsly adds, that ‘ while they promife 
them liberty, they themfelves are the fervants of corruption.’ 

“ T muft draw two confequences from this citation. It prefents 
a ftrong argument for what it is the fub e@& of this cifcourfe to re- 
commend, our vigilance over the progrefs of all errors of doéttrine, 
If the primitive Chriftians, even when under the rule of the 
Apoles, were liable to be feduced by evil principles, what muft 
be the hazard of the prefent church, and how ought it to call forth 
all the vigilance of its minifters ? 

“ And, in the next place, it appears, that the principles, here 
condemned by the Apoftle, were identically the fame as thofe 
which have, for fome late years, involved fo many parts of the 
Chriftian world in defolation. ‘To fhow this the time in which the 
epiftle was written muft be pointed out—then the principles in full 
aétion at that time.” 

“ That this was the faét, we learn from the Jewith hiftorian 
Jofephus, | imfelf a great agent in this miferable period. He in- 
forms us, that fome time preceding it, there had arifen what he 
exprefsly calls a fchool of philofophy, then new to mankind, in 
the country of Judea, the leaders of which firft broached the doc- 
trines of ‘ the free and the equal.’ He mentions, alfo, in other places, 


an ‘ enthufiaftic attachment to democracy."* And to the difciples 
of 





* « The learned and pious Bifhop Newton has written a differta- 
tion on our Saviour’s prophecy of the deftru&ion of Jerufalem, in 
four parts; comparing the prediction with the hiftor. Jofephus has 
left us of its accomplifhment, The firft of thefe parts he concludes 
with reflections on parts of this hiftory ; the laft of which is on the 
evident fignals of the approaching ruin of a ftate. And here he di- 
lates on thofe, which, at the time of his writing, he difcerned to 
be common to this country, and the clofing period of the national 
exiftence of the Jews, as recorded in his author. In the enume- 
ration of them he mentions ‘ factions and divifions,’ but in general 
terms only. (On Prophets, edit. oth, v. .ii Pp. 25.) 

“ Faétions vary as to their principles or objeéts ; either of which 
may, in th lapfe of time, become unimportant in the eyes of the 
moralift: when their tragical effe&ts have once terminated, he may 
hope they will trouble the world no more. Hence it probably was 
that the Bithop did not lay down, from Jofephus, the principles of 
the taction which Jed to thofe crimes, which fcattered his nation 
over the whole face of the earth; and if he were now to write, he 
wuld not content hinifelf, in this part, with a general warning 
from Jofephus, on the ruinous effeéts of fa&ion toa fiate: he 
would go nto particulars, after his great authority ; and probably 
enter upon fome reflections of the following nature : 

« What has not this country to apprehend from what is called 
the new philofophy? Such was the very name of that {pirit of de- 
lufion God fuffered to go forth to punifh the accumulated p= 
the 
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of this new fchool, he affirms are to be afcribed all the miferies all 
the Jews futtered in their ferocious civil wars; and, from the in- 
vafion 





the Jews ; for Jofephts informs us, that * the Jews had anciently 
three {chools of philotophy—Judas and Saddoc inventing and ad-« 
ding a fourth, and gaining many zealous adherents, firft filled the 
ftate with commotions, and planted the roots of thole miferies in 
which we were afterwards involved by this novelty in philofophy— 
rw acwnde: wootegor PidosoQias tuasde. Jos. Hud. 792. And of their 
leading principle, and the length they carried it, the hiftorian fays, 
‘they were poffeifed with an immoveable love of /iderty, admitting 
God alone as their ruler and king.’ —dusxivni@ de re tArvfege tows esi 
AUTOS) (AOVOY NYEADVR K, Sestrotny Tov Geoy umeiAnPosi. Ib. 7A. 

“ Tt is obferved, by Grotius, that by the Latins, the term libertas, 
liberty ; and by the Greeks, 0 tree gor or sAsvbegia, is always op- 
pofed to the ftate of fubje&tion under a king, and that with 
pewers either modified or abfolute ; as he is to be underftood. His 
words are ‘ as perfonal liberty excludes the idea of a matter, fo civil 
liberty excludes the idea of any king ;° and, in his notes, he thows 
that Jofephus himfelf adopted that oppofition. De. Jur. 1. 1.c¢. 3, 
12. It may becurforily hence obferved, that a fubje& of a mo- 
dified monarchy, who thould endeavour to form a praétical notion 
of civil liberty, from what he finds in the Greek and Roman wri- 
ters, may imbibe fome very dangerous principles from them. 

« But the identity of the principles which defolated Judea, and 
now menace all Chriitendom, receive their fulleft illuttration from 
the conclufion of the charatter of Ananus, the high-prieft, as given 
by the Jewith hiftorians. He made a refolute ftand againtt the in- 
{furgents, the anarchifts, and Sicarians, or Dagger-men. ‘This in- 
trepid champion of public order, venerable in his life, dignified by 
family and by office, * contentedly fubmitted to the equality of 
rights of the loweft. loved iberty beyond meafure ; and was paf- 
fionately attached to democracy’—Hyamnxws TO LEOTIMON eos ras 
Taneviietes, PLIAEAEY@EPOS be sxlomas, xas QEMOKPATIAS eeasnse 
Hud. Jos. 1183. The punctuation of Hudfon is erroneous and cor- 
rected here; but the fenfe of Jofephus is the fame either way 
pointed. 

« This fuffices to eftablith what is faid in the paflage here to be 
confirmed ; but | add two collateral points: as the fa€tious dema- 

ogues of Judea had the fame ends as thofe of this day, they pur- 
he them by the fame means; many of the Jews, it is affirmed in 
this hittory, ‘delivered their eu/ogies of [anti-regal] liberty with the 
declamation of tragediams.’ Our language is not fo happy as the 
Greek in exprefling this: oa mev av, ors wodAAos TA THE EABQPIAE 
EFYKQMIA TPAPQAOYLEIN. Ibid. 1085. 

« And as the arts by which this miferable people were excited 
to involve themfelves in utter ruin were the fame, fo were the 
crimes they were inflamed to perpetrate. At the conclufion of the 
lat of Bithop Newton's four eats ae mentioned above, he we 
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vafion of the Romans, which put an end to their exiftence as a 
nation.” 

From the pecimens it will be feen that Mr. Brand has confidered 
his fubject with attention, and difcuffed it wich ability. 


Art. XVII. 4 Sermon on the Excellence of Britifo Jurifprudence: 
preached on the 10th of March, 1749, 1 the Cathedral Church 
of Saliftury, before the Judges of dfixe. By William Coxe, 
A. M. F. R.S. ALS. Rector of Bemercon, and domeitic Chap. 
lain to the Lord Bifhop of Salifbury. 8vo. Pr. 28. 1s. Cadell, 


1799+ 


MR. COXE here dclineates, with an accurate pencil, the manifold 
bleffings which the people of England derive from the matchlefs con. 
ftirution of their government, and more efpecially from the admirable 
wifdom and impartiality which mark the adininiftration of juttice. 

« Where thall we look for a parallel to this admirable, this bleffed 
conftitution ? Not in the records of ancient times, which rather ex. 
cite wonder, that fyftems fo imperfect fhould ever have exifted, than 
that they fhould have decayed. Not in the delirious dreams of mo- 
dern philofophy, the effects of which it is impoflible to. contemplate 
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that, § the flagrant crimes of the Jews, and the principle fources of 
their calamities, in the opinion of Jofephus, were’—* their tramp- 
ling upon all human Laws, deriding divine things, &e. Kalamelaro 
pty wy Was avros OEYMOL ebernwn, eytharo de ra Seiay nas Tes Tay 
oreodriwy SOMUsS wsMee ayreTinas AotyoMossas ex Artwa Gov. Ib. 1188, 
Newton, v. il. p. 81. 

‘© | mutt obferve, that as no ciscumflance of the times drew the 
attention of the Bifhop when writing to the peculiar torce of the word 
OQsuS-, he has tranflated it by the general term, law : & Now @esjos, 
by Ulpian, is interpreted, Nopos WacaneAgupatvos Was Ot vOsan Beles ; a 
law giving a precept how to make a liw.’ Archaeol: Att. Rous 
aud Bogan, |. 3. c. 1. whence by the eso: we are to underitand con. 
ftirutions of legiflation, not municipal laws. The paffage there is 
more accurately thus rendered: ¢ All human legiflative conftitutions 
were trampled under foot ; holy things derided ; and the prophetic 
ora les ridiculed as the forgeries of common impoitures.’ 

«© One confequence is to be drawn from this important hiftory : 
thar God, to punith the Jews for the violation of one covenant, the 

rejection of another, and the total of their crimes, permitted a national 
(piri of delufion co go forth, to lead them to a deftruction, the fe- 
verity of which no hittory has yet paralleled. And of this, that 
fpirit of Geiehion, or the fanaticifm of liberty, was the proxtmate 
caufe : and, ‘rom its effect, we wy pronounce it to be, the mot 
terrible known feourge of Providence, to make a guilty nation the 
executors of his judgments upon themfelves; the unrelenting minif- 
ters of his anger,”’ 
without 
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without horror, or to {peak of in a language fuited to this place and 
occafion.’’ 

May all thofe who enjoy learn to appreciate the’e bleffings, and if 
there be any incapable of receiving confolation from pofitive gratih- 
cation, let them at leaft endeavour to derive comfort from comparifon. 


Art. XVIII. 4 Sermon preached before Dhnu Sayer, Efg. Com- 
m:ffary for the Parts of Surrey, and the Cler:y of the Deaneries 
of Southwark, and Ewell, in Surrey, at the Annual Viftation 
holden at Kingfton-upon-lhames, on the 29th of May, 1800; 

~and publifhed by their Defire: By Wiiiiam Fotter, D. D. Fellow 
of Eton College, Vicar of Kew and Peteriham, and Chaplain 
in Ordinary to his Majefty. gto. Pr. 20. Payne. 1800. 


THE four excellent precepts of the apoftle St. Peter, which the 
preacher has chofen for his text, Honour att men: Love THE 
BROTHERHOOD: Frar Gop: Honc vk THe Kino” are truly faid 
to  conneét, when fully underftood, all our focral, our religious, 
and our civid duties.’” They are here briefly but ably expounded; 

laced in a clear and ftrong point of view; and enforced with energy, 
in fuch language as was to be ‘expected trom the pen of an accom. 

lifhed fcholar, and as was well fuited to a learned congregation, 
though, from its perfpicuity and eafe, intelligible by the plaineft un- 
derftanding. ‘The general rendency of the precepts contained in the 
text is well explained in the following paflage : 

© All the precepts delivered by our Lord himfelf to his faithful dif. 
ciples; to the multitudes at large, and to purticular perfons ttill fol. 
lowing him, and afking him queftions (all which preeepts are tranfe 
mitted to us by thofe holy minifters, who were appointed by him to 
* go and teach all nations,’) were clearly intended, firft, to eftablith 
the peace of mankind in this world ; and through that to fecure their 
everlafting happinefs in another, Without this peace, eftablithed 
as occafions require in the affairs of the world, fuch general dittrac- 
tion would prevail, as is totally incompatible with that ferene frame 
of mind, which alone is fuited to religious purpofes. That proofs are 
not wanting in the world to evince the truth of this affertion, muft 
give unfpeakable concern to every ferious and thinking mind. We 
have long feen the attempts of a fpecious, but fife philofophy, at one 
time, by argument to invalidate the trarhs ; at another, by ridicule 
to depreciate the bleflings of the Chriftian revelation, We may 
prove too from its effects, that the minds of men, once fet free from 
the ties of religion, foon reconcile to themfelves the violation of every 
focial duty. When, theretore, we are exhorted by the Apofile to 
‘honour all mer,’ to * love the brotherhood ;’ we readily fee, haw 
well thefe precepts agree with all the pepe obligations of 
chriftian charity. When he exhorts us to * fear God,’ from.a fenfe 
of his power in the fupreme government of the univerfe ; it feems ne- 
ceflarily to follow, that fome general direction thould be added, of 


Obedience to the fubordinate governments conftituted among men. 
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For by thefe alone is the peace of fociety fecured, and the worft kinds 
of confufion prevented. So that when in the laft claufe of the text 
we are exhoried to * honour the King :’ the precept itfclt applies to, 
and recommends that heavenly principle of moderation and peace, 
originating in a due fubordination to legal authoriiy, which pervades 
the whole gofpel fyftem.” 

The preacher’s fentiments, on the freedom of religious difcuffion 
with a view to the eftablifhment of religious truth, are fuch as do 
honour to his mind ; and his application of the text to the immediate 
objet of commemoration, and to the dreadful events by which it was 
preceded, with his reflections and comments on the fubjeét, fer his 
principles, religious and political, in a very favourable point of view. 

rith his jult obfervations on the writings of modern ph:/ofophif:, we 
fhall conclude our account of a fermon the perufal of which has atforded 
us particular pleafure, 

** It is clear from the writings of thofe who, in the prefent times, 
have the hardinefs to deny the truths of revealed religion, and to 
i the expediency of fupporting eftablifhed forms of government ; 
that by bold affertion, and fuperficial argument, they have failed in 
the attempt to conceal their own ignorance of the proofs, whillt they 
have avowed an audacious contempt for the Lenefits, of revelation 5 and 
that from a rejeétion of all religrows reftraint, the tranfition is eafy to 
a difregard of suman laws, and the reciprocal claims of /ocral duty, 
For certajn it is, if you could once efface from the minds of men the 
imprefion, and detach from their actions the influence of religion ; if 
you could once relieve the wicked from his fears of punifhment, and 
wreft trom the good man his hopes of immortality, you would find, that 
morality, independent of religion, and fupported only by human 
laws, would foon become a dead letter; the cial compact would be 
diffolved ; and thofe fcenes of confufion enfue, which terminate in 
the fubverfion of all order, and of all happinefs,’’ 
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Arr. XIX. Narrative of the Deportatwn to Cayenne, and Ship- 
wreck on the Coaft of Scotland, of J. J. fob Aimé. Written by 
bimfelf. With Obfervations on the prefent State of that Colony, 
and of the Negroes ; and an Account of the Situation of the deported 
Perfons at the Time of bis Efcape. 8vo. Pr. 300. 5s. Wright, 
London. 1800. 


Te three former publications on the interefting fubjeé& of the 
memorable revolution of Septemper 1797, were reviewed by us 
at the different periods at which they were publifhed ; and the Nar- 
rative now before us completes the account o1 the fyttematic atroci- 
oufnefs of the direGtorial tyranny, in their treatment of thofe who 
thwarted their views and oppefed their attempts to perpetuate their 
abfolute 
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abfolute fway founded on the fyftem of terror, M. Aimé was him. 

felf an active partifan of the firft meafures of the Revolution which he 

rs to have efpoufed trom principle ; an error not of the heart 

but of the head. Bur the fcenes which he has witneffed, and he 

rfecution which he has fuftained, have, no doubt, convinced him, 
ere this, that demolition is not the wifeft mode of improvement. 

Of the deteftable conduct of the agents in the Revolution, of 17975 
we have had frequent occafion to fpeak in appropriate terms ; 
and the more that conduct is explained the greater will be the deseita- 
tion which it muft excite in all but revolutionary minds, In cetail- 
ing the concomitant horrors of this event, and the proceedings of the 
Directory and their minions the author forgets to notice the decided 
approbation given to the conduct of the Revolutioniits by Boraparte 
and the army under his command ; an approbation which it is highly 
expedient to bring to the recollection of the public, at atime, when 
a Britith Senator does not bluth to become the panegyrift of that un- 
principled ufurper. The horrors here related, aioattios the repub- 
lican prifons in France; the treatment of the baniihed perfons while 
on board, and after their arrival at Guiana, throw all the terrific 
tales of the Baftille far into the back ground, and even rife pre-emi- 
nent over the recorded ferocioufnefs of the Eleventh Louis. 

The narrator gives a tolerably accurate account of that grave of 
foreigners, Guiana, His defcrip ion of the bat of the country is 
curious. 

“« The bats are about the fize of the largeft of thofe which we have 
in Europe. During the day they remain in the timber-work of the 
houfes, and among the leaves with which it is covered, where it is 
not poffible to fee them ; and in the night they come forth in fearch 
of food. If they find any one uncovered, they fix upon his feet, in- 
Hi& a flight wound on his toe, moderating the pain by a gentle motion 
of the wings, which at once cools and fets him afleep: they then 
gorge themielves with his blood, and leave it to flow till the ,veffels 
are exhaufted. I faw an example of what I have now related, in the 
the chamber adjoining to that which I occupied, ‘The perfon who 
had been bit was extremely weakened by the abundant bleeding he 
had undergone ; and his theets were drenched in blood, Ihave feen 
alfo hogs who were bit by the bats, fome of which have died.”’ 

The fufferings of the banifhed perfons at Guiana are accurately de- 
tailed, and a hit given of all that arrived at different periods and of 
the faie of each ot them. Very few of thefe unhappy perfons will live 
to return to their native country ; and the new Sovereign of France, 
with all his boafted clemency and juftice, though he have now been 
in full pofleffion of abfolute power for many months, has not yet 
thought of reverfing the abominable mandate of the Directory (which 
he now affeéts to reprobate though he formally approved it at the time) 
which configned feveral hundreds of innocent. men to banifhmenr, 
without even the form of a trial. 

Five thieves who were tranfported in the fame thip with the polits- 
cad exiles, with fome humour and wich much propriety, “ gave them- 
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felves the title of the Directory ; they each took the name of one of 
the five Directors ; they alternately elected a prefident, and, that no. 
thing might be wanting to the refemblance, they were become the 
fcourge of all that furrounded them.’? M. Aimé contrived to efcape 
from Guiana with Perlet, the editor of a well-conducted Journal 
which bore his name, and fome others on hoard of an American veffel 
which was unfortunately wrecked on the coaft of Scotland. The pal 
fengers, however, were, moft of them, faved, and Aimé fpeaks, with 
great gratitude, of the kind and hotpitable treatment which he ex- 
“perienced from the Scottith nobility and gentry. He failed from Le'th 
to London, and being recalled to France, embarked in the Tharues 
for Calais on the oath of March latt. 

This narrative contains much interefting information, and is wor- 
thy to be preferved as an hiftorical document. We have remarked 
fome few gallicifms, chiefly in the tranflation of the pait tenfes of verbs, 


Art. XX. An Anfwer fo a Pamphl: ty entitled the Spec ch of the 
Earl of Clare, on the Subjec? of a Lesysative Union between 
Great Britain and Ireland. 8vo. Yr. 48. Robinfons. 1800. 


THE object of this publication is to invalidate the teftimony of 
Lord Clare not only refpecting the propriety of an Union, but on 
plain matrers of hittorical fact. On the former fubject Mr. G, 
utters nothing but vain declamation, and fenfelefs rent ; on the latter, 
the parties being at ifflue, we fhall not prefume to decide between 
then. If Mr. Gratian’s fpeeches be of a piece with his compofitiens 
how he could ever have acquired & reputation for e/cguence is to us a 
matter of aftonifhment ; for the pages before us aré replete with gram- 
matical errors that would difgrace a {chool-boy ; the hy leis extremely 
coarfe and turgid ; and the conftruction of the fentences any thing but 
Exgl:ja Mr.G. reproves Lord Clare for calling Mr. O’Connor an 
unreserved {riend of his; buat he cautioufly forbears to utrer a fingle 
word on his never-to-be forgotten interview with the traitors Neilfen 
and Hughes, at his own houfe at Tinnebinch; and 1s equally filent 
with refpect to the reftitution of the 50,0col. the memorable reward 
ot Mr. G,'s dtfinterefed patriotifin, to which Lord Clare adverted in 
his admirable tpeech. Bur thefe were tender fubje¢'s, and Mr. G.’s 
mind has been much harrafled of late, His filence, therefore, is ex- 
cufable. 











MISCELLANIES. 


EE 
Arr. XXI. The Britis Garden; a deferiptive Catalogue of hardy 


Plants, indigenous or cultivated mm the Climate of Great Britain, 

nvith their genuine and /pecific Characers, Latin and Exgi jo 

Names, Se. 8vo. 2 Vols. gs. Cadell and Davies. 

HIS is a tranflation of the late Mr. Aiton’s Hortus Keaven/isy 
dt with the addition of bricf explanations of the Linnasn Sy item. 
ART. 
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Arr. XXII. Propofals for a Rural Inftitute, or College of Agri- 
culture and the other Branches of Rural Economy, By Mr, 
Marfhall. 8vo. ts. 6d. Nicol. 


MR. M ARSHALIL, is well known as a writer on agricultural 
fubjects ; and his prefent propofals, therefore, as being the refult of 
deep inveftigation, are certainly entitled to attention. 


Aer. XXIII. 4 Meteorological Journal of the Year 1799, kept rm 
London by William Bext. To avhich. are added Remarks on the 

~ Srate of the Air, Vegetation, ce. and Objervations cn the Dif- 
cafes ix the City and its Vicinity. Bvo. 2s. Bent. 1800. 


ACCURACY is the only criterion of excellence in fuch a pubii- 
cation as this; and of Mr. Bent’s accuracy no one can entertain a 
doubt, who has been in the habit of perufing his Journals. 


Art. XXIV. Sheridan's Pronouncing and Spelling Difionary ; 
correéted and improved by Nicholas Salmon. 42mo. 5s. Rich- 
ardfons. 1800. 


WE confefs that we have been unable to difcover any thing like 
improvement.in this new edition of Sheridan’s Dictionary, which ap. 
pears to us much more likely to puzzle than to affift. the {cholar. 
Sone of the new modes of pronunciation are truly fantaftical, not 
pricticed, and fearcely pratticable. 
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Art. XXV, TO THE EDITOR, 
STR, 

if HAVE not often an opportunity of reading the Critical Review, 

but now and then it falls in my way, and I give it a perufal. 
To the Appendix of the laft volume (XXVII.) I have paid particu- 
Jar attention. .I will not fay how I was affected in patling through 
its feveral articles, and will only remark that having been much 
amufed on the whole, I found myfelf, jutt as 1 was about to part 
from my agreeable companion, exceedingly difgufted. When f 
turned over the latt leaf of the occ7/ienal retr fpect of Foreign Litera- 
ture, 1) found myfelf plunged headlong into the great gulph of poli- 
tics. ‘ Di boni faid I to myfelf) is it come to this?’ Lhave long 
lamented that Reviews fhould at all touch upon political matters, 
becaufe nothing can have‘lefs connection with topics really literary. 
Since, however, political pampulets are published, and finee Re- 
viewers think it neceflary to notice every paltry publication that 
iffues from the prefs, | have winked at that ttrange admixture of 


matters literary and political, which their plan feemed to render 
, unavoidable. 
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unavoidable. But when I was called upon to read politics, and 
politics alone, in a work which profefled itfelf to be merely Annals 
of Literature, wy anger began to kindle, and I exclaimed, like the 
patriarch, /V¥bo” were is be, who practices thi /ubtilty upon me? 
I, however, refolved to read what was fo abruptly placed betore 
me, a review of public affairs from the beginning of September io the 
end of December 1799. 

To the ftyle of this litle after-piece I make no objeGtion. The 
author manifeftly affects the dignity of Robertfon, and | will not 
fay that he has, in general, failed. But what is become of that 
Britifh heart, which gives ‘o Britith hiftory all its intereft? I had 
not waded far before the author, inftead of acquainting his reader 
that his Majefty finithed his fpeech, informed him, that he con- 
cluded bis harangue, &c. I ftarted at the expreflion, and began to 
fufpe& the loyalty of a man, who defcribed an aétion of his King, 
in words which are more frequently applied to a mountebank, or 
mob-orator, As I proceeded, 1 found at the ch fe of the paragraph, 
which mentioned the capture of Surinam, an intimation, that the 
colony and its dependencies were, afte: ihe capitulation, put under 
the proteclion of Great Britain, The word pro-edtion being infert d 
in Italics, 1 felt myfelf perfuaded that it was nothing lefs than an 
illiberal Jacobinical {neer, implying that Britith protection was of 
the fame validity as French fraternization, 

After a paragraph more, the matk began to withdraw itfelf, the 
fleece flipped afide and the fang of the hypocritical wolf began to 
appear. That noble aétion, the recapture of the Hermione frigate, 
is faid to be deferibed in terms 400 frong and bypertolical, when it is 
declared by Sir H. Parker, tq be ‘ as daring and gallant an enter- 
prife as is to be found in our naval annals.’ Now, Sir, which onght 
to be deemed the beft judge of naval exploit ; an obfcure anony- 
mous Reviewer, or an old veterah of the waves? I have been long 
in the habit of contemplating, in a collective view, the naval ftory 
of my country. 1 glory in that fuperlative valour, wi ich my coun- 
trymen have fo fre uently diiplayed upon the great element. But 
of all its periods, I am of opinion that of the laft ten years of the 
eightee th century, abounds moft with inftances of unexampled 
heroifm. And among the many ftri ing feats which it has dif- 
played, none has fiiled me with more aftonifhment and admiration, 
than the recapture of the Hermione. Ca, tain Hamilton's letter, 
which conveyed the particulars of that gallant affair to the Admi- 
ralty, ] could not forbear reading once, twice, and even thrice. I 
know nothing of that brave man, nor .f any one of his officers. 
My tranfport in reading of fo brave an aétion was not augmented 

and rendered exceflive, by any knowledge o. thofe who were con- 
cerned in it. If I view the project in embryo, it muft have origi- 
nated from a heart, which was not only brave, but endued with a 
delicate fenfe of honour; a heart which grieved to fee a Britifh 
frigate delivered up to the enemy, in a manner fo cowardly and 
baie as to have no precedent, and which longed to blot out the re- 
membrance of a durrender fo infamous, by recovering the vefiel 
betrayed. 
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betrayed. To have thought only of fuch an enterprize, had no at- 
tempt been made to put it into execution, would have been proof 
fuficient of a noble mind, actuated by the moft patriotic and liberal 
fentiment. If a truly judicious pian was alfo arranged, previous to 
the aiiack, it, reflects honour upon the head as well as the heart of 
Captain Hamilton. And if a plan judicioufly arranged, was as 
judicioufly executed, I know not what praife we can withhold, with 
any juftice, from the brave men who aflifted in it. 1 am, indeed, 
Sir, full of wonder and applaafe, when [ confider that one bundred 


_ men thould, with fo much Cool intrepidity, attack treble their 


, 


number, uuder the mouths of two hundred pieces of cannon —when 
] fee them availing themfelves of the firft noment of furprife and 
hefitation, and fetting fail out of the port, while they kept the 
Spanith crew in check—and when I perceive them finally prevail- 
ing, and maintaining their fituation, with lite or no lo{s, in the 
midit of an enemy which fell before them like corn before the 
reaper. It was an aétio: of fuch magnitude as almott to furpafs 
credit, and could not have been effected, but by the union of con- 
fummate bravery with great profeffional kill, and the moft critical 
judgement. The Reviewer fecms to mention it, as a faét which 
diminishes the merit of the capture, that the thip furrendered when 
it was out of the reach ot the artillery of Portu-Cavaflo. But be it 
remembered, that its being owt of reach was the effect, not of acci- 
dent, but of that judicious and deliberate defign which accompanied 
the whole proceeding, and finally crowned it with fuccefs. Daf- 
tardly, indeed, muft have been that crew which had furrendered 
itfelr to 100 men, (many of whom muft have been engaged in na- 
vigating the fhip) while they were yet within reach of 200 pieces 
of cannon. View it, therefore, in whatever light the words of Sir 
Hyde Parker do not feem to be too frrong and byperbolical. It was, 
without controverfy, as daring and gallant an enterprize as is to be 
found in our naval annals, None but a cold and difaffe&ted heart, 
could have fpoken of an a@tion fo aftonithing, with lukewarmnels 
and indifference. 

If Bonaparte meets with his fhare of abufe from this political 
critic, I fear, Mr. Editor, it fo happens, becaufe his bayonets appear 
to be fometimes Anti-Jacobin as well as Regicidal. But offenfiv ly 
as he is pi€tured, when confidered, by himfelf, as an ulurping mo- 
narch, no fooner is he placed at the fide of our virtudus and ami- 
able King, than he appears to this diétatorial cenfurér to become 
an angel of peace. He appears as one eager to evince bis moderation, 
and defire of tranquillity. Nota grain of animadverfion or blame 
is betiowed upon his /etter, which every Englithman ought to re- 
fent as an infult to his Prince ; which a€tually commenced with a 
bare-faced untruth, and ended with fuch a parfimonious expreffion 
of reipect, as ferved fully to falfify its apparent liberality. An 
anfwer was returned to this pert and {pecious overture, which muit 
ever be, applauded for its moderation, when viewed with reference 
to the con{fular epiftle which oceafioned it. A very large majority 


of both Houfes of Parliament fanétioned it with their approbation ; 
an 
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and fo few were the diffentient voices. that it is not likely that we 
thal) ever fee the Parliament of Great Britain, on any cueftion of 
importance, more unanimous. At the fame time, | am firn ly 
perfueded that they fpoke the general fertiment of the people, bigs 
and lew, rich and poor, one wub another, But what fays our Re- 
viewer? The an fwer to this letter was haughty, reproachful, ard in- 
compliant; imaccurate in expreffion, and imconclufive in reafoning, 
Rounded periods, Mr. Editor, are very pretty; “but To am one of 
thofe who fometimes prefume to analyze them, and {mile at their 
fongous excrefcencies. incomphant, to witt v hat oceafion for a 
term which adds no weight to the aceufation, and was implied in 
what had been already faid ? The latter part of the fentence feems 
to be as little necvtlary. For thogs tte critie makes a feeble but 
ineffectual effort, to thew that’? ¢reafning of Lord Grenville s re- 
ply was not conclufive; the other part of his charge, inaccuracy of 
exprefjion, he has not attempted to prove. We will, therefore, leave 
him to produce evidence in fupport of this cynical remark, and 
only take notice of what remains to be cifcuifed, his unwarrantable 
affertion that the reply was Aeugh’y and reproachful. Now, Sir, 
when I confider that the anfwer returned has received fo fully the 
faniion of Parliament; when I confider that it certainly did not 
proceed from any fingle individual, but conveyed the fentiments of 
a King farrounded by as able a council as ever affifted in the ma- 
nagement of a nation; J cannot but confider this as an unprece- 
dented inftance of audacity and impertinence. Let us only compare 
the two perfons apparently conferring. Bonaparte, a prodigal in 
bloot, treacherous and cruel; and onr amiable Sovereign, to whofe 
fuperior virtue even Bonaparte bears witnefs. Mad no anfwer what- 
ever been returned to the confular application, had the meffenger 
been difmitied, as foon as he reached our fhores, with his packet 
unopened, | could not have faid, after the infult offered to our own 
ambaflador, that he had been Aaughii/y treated. The natural abhor- 
rence which a virtuous heart mutt feel, at that total dereliction of 
feeling and even of common honefty, which has marked the fteps 
of the ferocious Corfican, would have juftified our King in refufing 
any intercourte with a character fo little to be confided in. If his 
epittie was heard, and replied to, it was the utmoft conccffion that 
could be made by any Prince wh» had a regard for religion and 
humanity.» Bat it the reply was alfo temperate, maniteftly /emperate, 
when cofipared wth the overture which occafioned it, great mutt 
be the moderation and condefcenfion of thofe from whom it fprung. 
Jsaace to be allo. ed to Holt ber arguntent, ? and is virtue to have no 
tongue to check ber pride? Ife (peaks, is the to be bound to flatter 
only her antagonift ? Doés it not rather become her ‘to diffemble 
nothing, to deal in plain truth, and to charge iniquity, even to its 
teeth and forehead? Away then with that tame fubmiffion to an 
enemy, and that infolent flander of our own caufe, which can deem 
it baughty and r proachful to reje& conciliatory propofils from Bel- 
zebub. If Belzebab be a devil, it is not pride that tells him he is 
a devil 
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a devil ; nor undue reprogch, that imputes war and the lofs of hea- 
yen to him and his muitcreants. 

“ Determined refifiance”, the ufial cant of the advocates of the war, 
fays our tage Reviewer. And pray, Sir, is uot this the ufual un- 
mannerly language of Jacobinical pewlance never ia the wrong 
though fupported by nobody. 

“As the . ing,.on the failure of the negociation at Lifle, de- 
clared hiuntclt seady to make peace at any time on the tetms which 
he then otfered, why fhould henot now fulfill that declaration?” 
Such is the queition of the Reviewer. Had the government of 
France remained ip atu gue, this interrogation might have been al- 
lowed fome weight... But circumfiances are alteredy and by cir- 
cumitances mutt every quéeftion of cxpedieucy be directed. Surely 
a King and his Minifters may be allowed to deem thatamiadvifeable 
at one period, which was thought advileable.at @nother. Lbelides, 
let it be remembered, that our Own overtures were (if the Critic 
pleates) Aaugdiily rejected ; nom has the enemy votitied that he is 
willing to inake them wow the bafis of treaty. Our ambatfador 
was infulted, aud we have in confequence been ftirred up to fuch 
formidable exertions as the exigence féquired. —When the lion is 
roufed, can he any longer be deemed a lion, df he is cajoled again 
intoflumber? We have brought our apmis, tosbedr agatntt the foe; 
and are we now to liften té his peceavies God forbid that we (hould 
have no feeling tor thofe Who'fally and thofe whorare crippled, by 
war. And yet, found policy, aut found religion, will atluredly 
juftity the facrifice of a few, that the Many niay be more effectually 
preferved Having power to correét an enemy, which has never 
difplayed moderation duritg itsjown exaltation, [ can fay nothing 
to arreft the feourge which is lifted up for its chafirfement, 

I thal) notice only oné moxe obterVation of this fagacious poli- 
tician, and leave him to his own meditauons. “ The Ruflian So- 
vercion,” fays he, “ in September latt, gave a tettimony of his zeal 
in the poe na This is and her Jacobinical fneer, w orthy of 
its author, whocan all»w no merit to Kings and Emperors. 

But ttrong as the antipathy of the Critical Reviewers is to every 
{pecie, of monarchy, it feems, that there ate dignities of which 
they peak noevil. Though the virtues of owe own excellent King 
can extort from them no praife, they haye much panegyric to {pare 
for the regicidal ufurpers of France. Out of their own mouth, 
Mr, Editor, will L jadge them, by appealing to their critique.on 
the Tvaité de. Mecanique Célefe of eLaplace. “ We have, in this 
work,” fay they, “ another remarkable iuittance of the tuceels with 
which the profound {ciences are cultivated in Frange. Andi all 
the convulfions of the ftate, the (cienecs coutinue to flouruh, with 
a {plendor almoft beyond example in any age or country. | In al) 
changes of government, the rers, far irom feeling the cifects of 
the lamination of the humap mind, have permitted, have entun- 
raged, have even commanded, the, cultivation of Ue igiences and 
atis, at ouce glorious to theimfelves, aud nictul to the world.” 
Taking this ty be, what the author certainly inteuded at ihould be, 
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an indirect compliment to the rulers of France: afcribing to them 
the glory, of having not only encouraged but even commanded the 
cultivation of fcience, I thall beg leave to “pppoe it by the moft 
incontrovertible evidence to the contrary. e Critical Reviewer 
will allow, that no author of modern France has done more to 
f{upport the dignity of her prefs than Vaillant. His Oifeaux d'Af- 
rigue is unquettionadly one of the moft fuperb productions of this 
fuperb age. But what fays he of the excouragement he received 
from the government ot his own country? Hear him, hear him. 

“ Asa reward for having devoted myfelf to the improvement of 
a fcience, which I believed to be yet in its infancy, I have re- 
ceived nothing but outrage, | have experieneed nothing but in- 
juftice: and the infolence of thofe who had deceived me, bears 
marks of bafenefs and poltronery of which no private hiftory affords 
an example. I am not the firft who has complained of the unrea- 
fonablenefs and perfidy of mankind ; but, doubtlefs, I fhall be the 
laft, who, compelled to Keep fecret a truly bafe impofition and a 
robbery the moft manifeft, finds himfelf under the cruel neceffity 
of not daring to complain, without confufion to himfelf, and with- 
out ftigmatizing the man who has endeavoured fo publickly to in- 
yure him. 

«“ They who are in power have invited, have caretfed, and have 
flattered me. I will not diffemble, that I depended upon their 
favour. The reafons which feemed to enfure it were found and 
juft. I complained with propriety of having facrificed my fortune, 
-and the prime of my youth, to the improvement of a {cience till 
then advanced no farther thantheory, and which refted on little 
experience. I controverted, it is true, the moft brilliant fpecula- 
tive writers, and the laboured. conelufions of the clofet, which no 
one ever affected*to have produced with lofs to himfelf; but I 
came with my vouchers in my hand. I opened alfo a cabinet of 
natural hiftory; I there depofited the many fpecies which I had 
procured at the diftance of four thoufand leagues from Paris. The 
whole of that city, and all the foreigners it contained, had an op- 
portunity of judging of my labours, and of comparing my obferva- 
tions with obfervations long fince eftablifhed, in the midit of my 
numerous colleétion of birds, More than five hundred fpecies, 
either new or improperly defcribed, bore teftimony in oppofition 
to ignorance or mifreprefentation: one or the other of which I 
conftantly excited. After the lapfe of ten years, they have not left » 
me to myfelf. I have reaped no other reward for my fatigues, for 
my endeavours and my expences, than the honour of being con- 
ftantly attacked; and I have not failed to find them ever in my 
way, when it was in their power to injure me, dire&tly or in- 
direétly.” 

“* In the mean time, that revolution, which, fay they, reftores 
every thing and every perfon to his proper place, was not yet fo 
far maturedy that the government, adopting the only method 
whch could be convenient to us both, was inclined to reimburfe 
me my expences. It was, however, already agreed, that my col- 


leGtion 
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le&ion fhould be depofited in the Mufeum of Natural Hiftory, and 
that it fhould advance to me fixty thoufand livres, over and above 
a penfion which thould be fettled on me, under the exprefs denomi- 
nation of an indemnity. It was at this moment that the earlieft 
efforts of liberty made their appearance. Giving way with tranf- 
port to the firft ftruggles of this child of nature, I forgot inftantly 
my individual intereft, that I might think only of the general wele 
fare: and I poftponed to future times the care of my own fate, 
which was entirely fuperfeded till that period fhould arrive. At 
the time of the Conftituent Aifembly, the government appeared 
for a moment tobe defirous of fulfilling, on my account, the above 
engagements: but having an infurmountable antipathy to folici- 
tations, and having, above all, none of thofe powerful friends, 
who are neceflary to thofe who with to fucceed, I was prefently 
forgotten. The Legiflative Affembly fprung up in its turn, and 
was upon the point of making good the arrears of equitable indem- 
nity: but the Legiflative Affembly was equally inclined to flum- 
ber in its juftice. At length, the National Convention, endued 
with fuperior power and difpatch, feemed to undertake to repair 
the wrongs which I had hitherto fuftained. The majority of the 
members of the committee of publie inftruction vifited my cabi- 
net; commiffioners were appointed. to inipeé& it: the temporary 
commitlion of arts was itlelf employed in the management of this 
bufinefs: the citizens Richard and Lamark made a report on the 
fubje@: in a word, no means whatever of taking potleffion of the 
only riches I had obtained in the world wexe neglected. But 
affairs, more important no doubt, made them entirely forget my 
caufe, Having written a letter to the committee, to bring it 
again to their recolle@tion, they began to {peak of caufing an efti- 
mate to be made of my cabinet. What! «finale one by one the 
feveral {pecimens of a colleétion, which had coift me thirty years 
labour, of which five were fpent in traverfing the burning deferts 
of Africa, and fur which I did not afk the twentieth part of their 
value! for, notwithftanding the lapfe of time and the ditkerence 
of my need, the fum offered in 1789, was the fame which I after- 
wards aiked of government in 1795. ‘To be brief, this fum, not- 
withftanding its fmallne’s, is fti]l detained in the mational coffers, 
and my cabinet continues in my own poffeffion ; from whence it 
will probably pafs into the hands of fome foreigner, or be ditperfed 
abroad, fince my circumftances do not leave it in ny power to pre- 
ferve it any longer.” 

“ Hopes of another kind, however, occupy me at prefent alto- 
gether, and, perhaps, will make me forget injuries fo long pro- 
trated. Given up entirely to thofe attentions which my orni- 
thology requires, I am happy not to fee in the feries of national 
curiofities, the humble Sut rare tribute which I came to offer to 
my country. I will give thefe my birds to all Europe. J have 
multiplied prints of them painted to the life, and as faithfully 
deferibed: they will be to amateurs and to connoificurs a very 
valuable prefent: they will be able to confult and to refer to them 
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at all times: the originals will depart in vain from France, no 
pollible occurrence will be able to atieét them: every purpote of 
my ornithology is accomplithed.” 

Such, Mr. Editor, is the encouragement given to one of the moft 
ingenious and indefatigable men of the age, by thofe Gallic ru/ers, 
with whom the Critical Reviewer feems to be fo much delighted. 
I make no comment, but leave your readers to draw their own 
counclufions, and am, truly, 

VesteR ET ACADEMICUS. 
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Arar. XXVI. TO THE EDITOR. 
SIR, 


OU do but an a‘t of juftice to injured authors, in allowing 
room for their friends to come forward in their favour, and to 
vindicate their character before the public. — |! his is peculiarly an 
act of juftice againft fuch writers as the Critical or the Mouthly 
Reviewers, Thefe are often actuated by the mere fpint of Pretby- 
terianifm, to affault the churchman, to abute the divine, and to 
vilify the orthodox. but they occafionally infu't where they act 
from no principle; and write with malevolence, from mere igno- 
rance. ‘lo vindicate the former, indeed, is the grand defign of 
this department in your Review; but a fubordinate one is often 
neceflary, in humanity, to vindicate the latter too. For fuch an 
office of humanity, I now claim a corner in your department, that 
I may do juftice to an author whom I have been very recently 
reading ; and repay him in fome meafure for the fatistaétion which 
he has given me, by doing that for him which he difdains (1 fup- 
pofe) to do for himtelf.  “ The hittory of the Anglo-Saxons, from 
their firft appearance above the Elbe, to the death of Egbert, with 
a map of their ancient territories, by Sh. Turner,” is written by one, 
of whom I know nothing, either perfonal or by letter, but whom, 
from the want of all additions to his name, I fuppofe to be of no 
protefion. From a hint, indeed, of his preface, that “ his work” 
is merely ‘‘ the child of leifure hours,” and therefore ‘ could re- 
ceive only an attention oceational and interrupted,” | believe bim 
to be engaged in trade. And from the humility with which he 
writes in his pretace, hoping only, *‘ like an humble valet, to icrve 
up thofe circuinftantial minuba which the commanding minds” 
of others “ have difdained to accumulate ;” when ftill more, from 
what he tays, he teels tor thepublic, “‘fenfations of the moft anxious 
awe, while “his ground trembles beneath him;” he ap, ears a writer, 
in his fir publication, very tolicitous about his reception in the 
world, and peculiarly alive, theretore, to fuch cenfures as the Criti- 
tical Reviewers have thrown out again!t him. For thefe realons I 
interpofe betwixt thefe Reviewers and him, and fhall endeavour to 
repei the weapons which they have difcharged at him. 


Mr. Lurner’s remarks on the pailage in Giluas, which he ad- 


duc s, in P. 104, prefents (fays the Reviewers) “a cuffous inftance of 
falie criticifm.” In what, then, does the faifity of this criticiim 
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jie? “ This fketch of mountain fcenery,” cries Mr. Turner, after he 
has quoted the pafiage in Englith, ‘* comes appropriately from the 
pencil of a Cambrian, and is judicioufly expreifed in a ftyle rumb- 
ling, rough, and fierce, like the object defcribed,” a mountain tor- 
rent. “ Ihe ungrammatical Latin, the wildnefs of the parenthefis, 

and the cafelefs diforder of the circumftances of the defcription, 
finely illuttrate the view. An author lefs defirous to make the 
found an echo to the fenfe, might have expreffed the effects of an 
impetuous torrent on the eyes of the {pectator, which is a tiriking 
trait of defcription, more intelligibly ; but then he would have rob- 
bed it of that fublimity which always arites trom the obicure;” 
all this the Reviewer fancied to be ‘* falfe criticifm,” becaute he 
did not fee the defign of it. Hethought it tobe all faid with a 
ferious tace, when it was all fpoke n with alaughing eye. He fan- 
cied it to be foberly true, when it was but flyly i ironical. Fle thus 
inverted the very nature of the criticifm; and condemned in this 
inverte | pofition, what he muft have praited in the natural: nor can 
he be excufed for the inverfion, as the commencing words of the 
paragraph fo plainly point out the commencing irony. “ With 
that copious per/picuity of inexhautlible rhetoric,” fays Mr. Turner, 

there concerning a writer, well Known to be pec uli: ily loft in his 
cloud of words, “ which we mutt often admire in this pol:/bed au- 
thor,” the gow barbarous of a very barbarous age, ** he exclaims,’ &>, 

Can irony be pk liner: > Surely authors are not bound, for the fake 
of inattentive Revicwers, to put the finge r-pott of authority uy pon 

all their turns, and here to add, “ Nota Bene, this is all irony. 

Mr. Turner “ ought to have recollected,” fays the Reviewer, as 
dogmatical now as he was inattentive before, ‘ that it is very 
doubtful whether Severus erected any wall in Britain,” and that 
“the whole refts upon the weak authority of Spartian;” but the 
Reviewer is here as inattentive as he was before, and the dogmati!m 
ends ina grofs miftake. our others, all hiftorians, all antients, 
unite with Spartian to attett the conttruction of a wall by Severus. 
Thefe are Futropius, Aurelius Victor, Orofius, and CafMfodorus. 
So egregioufly has the Reviewer erred, in point of fact! Even 
Horiley, one of our beit and moft popular antiquarians, declares, in 
direct contradiction to the Reviewer, that the wall of Severus has 
better atteftations in its favour, than either of the other two. 

Portus Adurni, adds the Reviewer, while he is picking petty ob- 
jeCtions again{t Mr. ‘Turner, is not Portfinouth, but Old Shoreham: 
but, to thew the frivoloutnefs of fuch an objection, we need only 
remark the uncertainty ftill fubfifting concerning the place. Cam- 
den, at one time, thought it might be Arundel, yet at another, 
agreed with Selden in thinking it might be Al lrington, near Old 
Shoreham. Where he had no diftances to conduct him, he could 
be led only by the found of names. Arundel {cemed, at firtt, to re- 
verberate the name, by a tran{pofition of the letters; but Aldrington 
feemed at laft to reverberate it without any tranfpofition. Horfley, 
hot fatisfied with either pofition, felected Portimouth as retaining 
at leaft the firft half of the appellation. Dr. Henry followed Horfley, 
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and Mr. Torner went with him. If the Reviewer likes not thei 
pofition, he is welcome to prove it vreng, and to produce a betier 


s 


upon preef Buta mere recurrence to an old opinion, as if it had 


never been oppofed, and never could be oppofed, can only prove the 
maker to be acquainted with th. old, and to be ignorant of the 
hew. 

‘The Reviewer intimates on his newly altlumed pity for that very 
das, whom he has juft cenfured Mr. Turner for praifing, as he 
houwht, th it Nir. Turner has attempted to make bim ridiculous, 
by de cting ei poor Britons as futing withinfide the wall, to be 
caught i k e fith with the chained hooks a their advertaries.” But 

the Re viewer 15 as fpiteful in his pity for Gildas, as he was in cen- 
furing Mr. ‘Purner’s fup} ofed praife ot him; only he is fpiteful now 
to Mr. ‘Hurner alone, and was ‘then fmteful to Gildas as well as him, 
Mr. Vurner is now condemned for the folly of Gildas. Mr. Turner's 
account is Gildas’s own; the whole isa //era/ trantha see from Gil- 
das, and exprets sly rejected from hiltory, by Mr. ‘furner, as too bur- 
lefque in itfelf: but the Reviewer mutt come in for a aes in the 
folly. Tle reprobated the paflage as Mr. ‘Turner's, for its ridicu- 
lous defeription of the Britons; yet then, to make them more ridi- 
culous, and the paflage more worthy of reprobation, dexteroufly 
interpolated a couple of words. The Britons are thus reprefented 
by the Reviewer himfelf, and not by Mr. ‘Turner or by Gildas, as 
perfons “ to be caught Ake s/h with the chained aan” and the 
Reviewer is thus caught, like a fith, with his own hook. 

The authors, whom Mr. ‘Turner has quoted, in p. 154, note 27, 
fays this hooked Reviewer, “ are comparatively {fo recent, that their 
teftimony cannot affect the quettion,” whether the Saxons came 
hither by invitation or not. ‘The firft author quoted to prove they 
came not by invitation, is ‘Treculphus, who lived in 823. The 
fecond ts Sigebertus, who lived about the ara of the Norman con- 
quett. If authors, of fuch a date as thefe, are to be rejected from 
hiftory as recen’, the Anglo-Saxons will aloft have no h Niftory at 
atl. Yet Mr. ‘Turner might have adduced an authority older than 
either of thcfe; even Nennius the Britain, who expre ‘ly | «6 Vee 
nerunt tres chiule a Germania in cailis pulfr, in quibus ¢ rte Hors 
et Hlengiit—Gortigernus autem fufcepit cos benigne fc. xxviii. 
And “ three of the Saxon vetlels,” faid accordingly the hiftorian 
Who fir noted the paifage, “ laden with men and equipped for a 
defeent, were aceidentally hovering on the Kentifh coaft.” (Hiftory 
of Maucheiter, 11, 15. quarto.) 

Krom particular criticifms the Reviewer flies off into general. 
Mere 1 cannet refute, becaufe | can barely deny. What I can do, 
however, | will Co for modeft merit affaulted, and for timid tenti- 
bility infulted, “ Authois of great reputation and of none,” he tells 
Mr. Turner and the a 4 othors of veracity, falfe hood, Ke, 
are blended in one confufed mafs.” ‘This charge I do, ex anime, 
deny ,on a careful perufal of the work. For all the incidents in 

ic hiftory, which are ftated as true, by Mr. ‘Turner, a reputable 
authority is conftautly produced: he has carefully avoided to ref 


any 
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any fact alledged upon a teftimony difcredited. I believe him, in- 
deed, to have been more careful in feparating the true from the 
falfe throughout our ancient hiftory, than even any writer preceding 
him. So directly contrary is this charge to the fact. Mr ‘Turner 
indeed, has fometimes thought it necetlary to expofe antiquarian 
theorifts or fabling chroniclers to ridicule! And then the better 
author has been put fide by fide with the worfer, becaute in their 
race of ablurdity they have only equal merit. But how different 
is this practi ce trom that alledged by the Reviewer : and how dif- 
honeft is it in any Reviewer, to found upon fuch a practice fuch a 
charge, in full oppofition to the plain tenour of Mr. ‘Turner's 
conduct ? 

The Reviewer even defcends to a cenfure fo low, as a mere point 
of orthography. He centfures Mr. Turner for adopting “ the re- 
cent mode of expretting the found of #4 by =, in preference to the 
former mode dh.” But the cenfure is as talfely ttated as it is frivo- 
loufly conceived. The former mode was not dé, as this was not 
ufed generally ; what was ufed was dd. For this Mr. Turner ufed 
, I doubt not, becaufe the laft Lexicographer of Welth had adopted 
it, and his Dictionary, from its larger comp: 11s, mutt exclude every 
other: =, indeed, is a letter not uicd in Welfth, It was, therefore, 
putas a character, to exprefs the Welfh 74. Nor can I tte that 
this is more incongruous in itfelf, and this is certainly more 
fanctioned by authority now, than dd 

But the Reviewer mounts at once from that low employment of 
picking firaws, to riding the clouds in general abufe of Mr. Turner. 
With equal injufiice and illiberality, I believe, he intimates Mr. 
Turner not to be * even in the fmallett degree acquainted with the 
Anglo-Saxon language or remains.” I think this very work it- 
felf demonttrates the contr: side Nor can I conceive any principle 
except the malignity of prejudice, capab! ce of alerting it does not. 
Yet even if it did not, no prefumption could lie again fi Mr. Turner, 
asaf he was unacquainted with what he had no call to produce. 
He might have the knowledge, yet referve all difplay of it for its 
proper pl ice. The faét is. that any knowledge which he has thewn 
has efcaped from him, and that he has avowed Th referved his ditph: ly 
of it for a future volume. ‘The prefent is only the firft of térce 
volumes, which he means to publith on the fubjeét. In the third; 
as he tells us exprefsly in his Preface, “a review of their /aws, man- 
ners, government, literature, and religion, will be requifite.” Mr. 
Turner mutt then, therefore, thew his acquaintance with, and will 
(I doubt not) thew his intimate acquaintance with “ the Anglo- 
Saxon language and remains.” But all thefe promifes in Mr. 


Turner’s plan, though fo explicitly avowed by him, and though fo 


grand in themfelves, the Reviewer has, with an unpardonable neg- 
a overlooked, or with more unpardonable perverfenefs, fup- 
pretied, and then abufed the author for not doing what he even 
does do in part already, what he a€tually promites to do in whole 
hereafter. He blames the rifing fun for not fhining out with the 
iplendour of noon, pailes over all its affurances of a noon-day iplen- 
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cour hereafter, and reprehends the day-fpring howev er bright as dark. 
nefs itfelf. 

With equal injuftice and illiherality the Reviewer infinuates Mr, 
Turner to be ignorant, that ‘in the Britifh Mufeum are hundreds 
of Saxon cmp ay **  Whecher Mr. ‘Turner be ignorant, or not 
ignorant, of this, it is impoffible for the Reviewer to know. He could 
only, in pre fumption, believe, and then in rafhnefs pronounce, Mr, 
Turner ignorance of it. But the truth is, as I find from a friend of 
his, that. Mr. Turner has long known of this treafure, and has not 
neglected it; that he hopes in proper time to make the fruits of his 
application to it vifible in the eyes of the public ; but that then thefe 
manufcripts will be feen not to furnith the important information, 
which the Reviewer feems fo much at random to promife from them. 

The Reviewer, however, detcends from his clouds again, and ftoops 
once more to his petty employ of picking ttraws. Mr. ‘Turner’s heti- 
tation concerning Off1’s Queen, he fays, thows him to be a ftranger to 
the Saxon coins. ‘This is extraordinary indeed. The bolt was foon 
fhot, and miffed its aim. Does he think Mr. Turner thould have 
quoted a cow tor a name, when he had before hima charter w with the 
Oueen’s own figuature upon tt? If the Reviewer himfelf doubted the 
orthography ot his Majetty’s name, would he _— at a guinea in pre. 
ference to his royal fignature ? "The Reviewer mx, in conformity to 
his own argument, but Mr.’ Tarn, with common-fen fe conducting 
him, certainly would not. 

Yet the Reviewer, in picking ftraws, finds one fo like what he had 
icked before, that he takes it up oi mere love of trifles, and pro- 
duces what I have rejected before. He now produces, however, one 
a little different. Mr. Turner was branded before, as not ** even In 
the fmalleft degree acquainted with the Aoglo-Saxon—remains,’”’ and 
as ignorant that ** in the Britifh Mufeum: are hundreds ef Saxon ma 
nuferipts.’? But a cold iron only is now pafled over his brow, at f 
he is charged merely with non-ap plication of a coin to his argument. 
In proof that Mr. ‘Turner ts ‘* un-acquainted with the public trea- 
fures of Saxon lore,’’ the Reviewer fays Mr. ‘Turner might have illuf- 
trated his argument, P. 367, by a coin of Athelftan inicribed * Rex 
totius Britannix.’? ‘The charge, however, is too heavy, and the 
piece recoils violently. Mr. ‘Turner might have forgotten or might 
have neglected, toalledge the coin; and yet not be un-acquainted 
with the public treafures of ** Saxon lore.’’ "To inter the one from 
the or, indeed, is the extreme of folly. 1 have hitherto noted 
only the malignity of the RONEWES 3 but I now fee his foolid:nefs. 
This will be even more apparent as | proceed with him on the point. 
Mr. ‘Turner’s argument was a reje¢ tion of the tale, that Egbert was 
formally crowned and entitled King of England. Alfred, he fays, 
was more properly the firfi Monarch: a; or, in greater ftri¢tnefs, Athel- 
{ixn was. Now if he has proved his aflertion withour this coin, he 
had no oceafion to alledge tr. And, tf he has not proved without the 
coin, to alledge the coin would rot have helped him an atom in the 
prod, ‘Lhe coin could not weigh a grain in the balance, becaufe it 

does 
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does not call Athelftan ; “* Rex primus totius wh inniw,’? but calls 
him fimply “* Rex totius Britannie.’’ The queftion therefore, who 
was the King fo called fr//, remains all un-refolved by the coin. If 
Egbert had the title firit , Athelitan would be fure to have ic after 
him. Yet whether Athelitan or E gbert had it firft, the coin announces 
no more, than whether the one ome baitard and the other le; gitim: re 

And nothing but folly, reflected from a mirror of malignity, hei ig “ti 
ened in its of; are, and redoubled in its force, could have blinded the 
eyes of the > Reviewer fo much, as to make him produce fuch an accu- 
{ation of ignorance upon evidence fo ridiculous in icfelf. 

The Reviewer at laft, like a dying f{nake, collects all his ftrength 
into one exertion, darts upon his prey dl , and fixes his tangs on the fledh. 
But his fangs have loit their porfon and their power. He lofes his 
hold, and drops harmlefs to the ground. He affails Mr. ‘Turner thus, 
in affailing the antient Welch bards cited by him. He affirms them 
to be fpurious. To a general accufation, however, a vindication 
equally general is all that is requifite in reply. Such I now make, 
afcribing his want of belief to his want of Knowledge, and attribut- 
ing his accufation to his ignorance. But as he comes out of his covert, 
and advances into open da 3h light, I encounter him hand to hand ar 
once. All the pieces, affigned to the early poets of Wales, he then 
fays, are unknown equall ly to Nennius, cacony , and Caradoc. Here 

mark the boldnefs of prefumptuous ignoran: The affertion is abfo. 
lutely falfe in every powt. Caradoc had no oceation to mention the 
poets of Wales, becuufe his hilttory commences after their deaths; yet 
even he, as appears from the only copy of his work known, the tranf. 
Jats On, mentions exprefsly the poems of one of then, Myrddin or 
Myrzin Wyle. Yer the Reviewer has the hardinefs to aver, that aH 
the early bards of Wales were unknown to Caradoc. Geoffry alfo 
has actually left a poem in elegant vertincation, addrefled to his pa- 
tron the Bithop of Lincoln, upon Myrddin and ‘Talieflin. Yet this 
is the man, whom the Reviewer afiirms to have known wmeither of 
them. And Nennius, the lait of the Reviewer’s three witnetles, 
though the firit cited by him as ignorant of afl thele bards, ina 
paflage pretty plain of ittelf, but very plain as corrected by Evans, 
meniions a number of them together. 1 recite the paflage as in the 
printed copy of Nennius, and tubjuin the cerrections of Evans in 
hooks, ‘§* Talhaera Valanguen” [ Talhatarn ** ‘Tatanogwn,’’ a bard 
cited by ‘Taliedfin — ‘in poemate claruit; et Nuevin 
[Aneurin,”” whofe poems are ftill exiiting], et ‘Talieflin’”? [a poet 
well known | et Blachbar | Liywarch, a poet as well known } 
‘et Cian qui vocatur Gue ine chguant [| Gwyngweon,’’ a poet men- 
tioned both by Aneurin and by T altediin ], / mul uno te Prk: [in the 
fixth c century ], ‘Son paemate Britannica clarucrunt.”?* "Thus does 


Nennius, who was aliedged by the Reviewer to be ignorant of @/? 


thefe bards, a¢tually fhow himfelf to be very familiar with no lefs 
than ve of them, all his coniemporaries whol! y or nearly, and all 
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+ Nennius , ¢. lxiv. and Evans, Pp, 66—~68. 
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celebrated in his days for their poetry. So daring could this critic 


be, in and trom his very biindne fy! Rut let me now pen a secret to 
him, which | heve ju% learned from the author’s friend. Mr. Ter. r. 
ner means, I] underftand, in the courfe of the fummer to pi blth hj 
reafons for believing the poems to be genuine ; and the Review iy may 
then have a fair occation yiven him, ‘of retracting his rath ailertions : 
by in forming his groi s ivn orance, and {fo making the amende fying 
able to the pub It 

The ft le of Mr. Turner, which is pecked at hv the hill of this 
owl in criticifm, Mr. Ture: (1 believe) wi .y justender to the 
pecking of fuch abil. He would have been trely crateful, T thi 
for the remarks of a critic judicious in himleit and dignified in hus 
own language. But, when } 
of language, in abufe of 42s language, he can only turn away aie 
dit. gut from fuc h a pretend led Pe tor. ‘The Revie Wer, ink teed, i is @ 
very Anti-Longinus, 

And has himmfelf the very fiyle he brands. 

He thus fpeaks of one © exdued with eyes,’”’ and talks of the © in. 
f{cience’’ of another, 





‘fees his critic ftooping into vulgarity 


i 
| 
} 
s 


To his own * infcience’? I therefore leave him, wifhing him 
46 endued with eves” re critical. and remuainine 
CHaAUeC Wii CY es more CYIlic ’ , ANG remdiping, 
Sir, with elleem yours, 
‘Jun 11, 1¥o00. AMICUS CURIE. 
In our next Number we fhall ceive a full and imparnal Reviews 


of Mr. lurner’s Publication. | . 


—————————  mesererneene rere wt maacecz : aes 


MISCE LAINE. 








TO THE EDITOR 
STR, 
Have juft received from Weimar the enclofed letter. The writer 
of it, who is my particular friend, permits me to make what ufe 
of it | pleate ,and even to pub ifh it in fome retpe ctable Journal, if [ 
fhould thin k it calculated to do any good, efpecially if the letter to 
which it is a reply fhall appear, as is molt likely, in any of the op- 
pofition magazines. As | have derived great pleafure from your 
excellent work, and have in confequence a much higher opinion 
of your judgment in tuch fort of matters than of my own, I fend 
you the letter as | niin it, with Iiherty to make ute of it or not, 
as you fhall thin’. proper. Lie accufation againft Wieland, whic b 
is evidently haitv, abfurd, and unfounded, and to which he replied 
in his Mercury, tor April, probably, as my friend informs me, with 
too much peevithnefs, appeared in the St. James’s Chronicle, yes 
January Jatt. Mr. Boetticer’s intemper i1e pott ic ript a appeared it j 
the fame number, to whom the  followi ing sie cr Was remitted the 
fame day that the copy of it was fent to me. 
i arp, Sec 
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Belvedere, near Weimar, 8tb July, 1800. 
The Poftfc cript, ficned Peetiiger, inthe New German Mercury, of 
Wieland, for . April, has nota little excited my afionifhment, and I 
feel myfelf called ~~ to expres to you yourfelf, Sir, W My treedom, 
but I trust without < ny mixture of what you call By tifh foleon, my 
thougits on that very extraordinary perform: nce, On the two pas 
pers which precede it, the one by Mr. Wieland himfelt, and the 
other by an anonymous writer, from Suabia, I thal) make no re. 
marks, as | mean not “° e nter into any difpute on the fubjeét, either 


of the L2/uminati or the ats. ITmoft readily ack nowledve, indecd, 
that Mr. Wieland, being > anjuly accufed by fome perfou or perfons, 
in England, on account of whathas been called the predic (10m Concerning 


Bonaparte, had the bett right, and was called upon, in fact, to fetid 
himéelf. againitan unjutt and idle calumny. !f,in fuch circumftances, 
a man expretles himtelf with more than ordinary warmth, provided 
he does not degenerate into teurrility, I fhould cert: ainly n i be for- 
ward in finding fault with him. Jt is natural to write with warmth, 
when one confe ious of innocence is accuted of any culpable ac- 
tion, or of any improper connection. It would not, however, be 
difficult to fhew that in detending himtelf even Mr. Wieland has 
gone fomewhat too far; that the Englifh nation is not accountable 
for the abturd reflections of an anonymous individual and a 
foreigner, or for the reveries of on St. James's Chroniele,* which has 
no claim to the title of Hefzetung, or Court Gazette ;—that Mr. 
Robifon, pane ihe author of a book on the Iluminati is, at leat, 
as little of a /ycophantas Mr. Wieland himfelf; and that the people 
of England are fil as able to diftinguith truth from falfehood, 
and as little accuflomed to credit by; ifty and unfounded inferences 
as thofe of Germany or any other country. But as I do not mean 
to reply to Wieland [ will not blame him. 

With refpect to the Abbe Dar ruc 1, as he has mentioned your 
name and tr ited your character with difrefpeét, you have, Sir, the 
fulleft right to reply to him; and if, after fully and fatisfadtorily 
an{wering all his ailertions and infinaations againit your own cha- 
racter, you fhould endeavour to prove, which prob tbly would not 
be difficult, that | [ is the fupp rter of downright detpotitim in 
“se government, and of fuperttition in religion ; that, in many in- 
fiance S, he is a sti ealelees and a tanatic; as | am no pi rtizan of 
Jarrue I, your work would meet from me wiih no oppofition. But 
when I obferve, that, inttead of ferioutly rep lying even to him, in- 
ftead of making any diffinétion between what is un quett ionably 
true and what is falle and re alumn ious, you only deal in injurious 
language, which you apply in a manne®equally unjutt and unge- 
nerous to Mr. Robifon and the whole FE nglith na tion, I feel myfelf 
entitled to defend a moit refpeciable charaéter : and to reclaim 
againft the unjuft afperfions thrown upon my country. 1 am not 
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#66 The St. James’s Chronicle’ 15 a truely independent | per, origi- 
nally infticuted by men, celebrated for their genius and th. ‘ir talents, 
and invariably conducted on the toundeit principles, religious, moral, 


and political, Ed:ter. 
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afhamed, Sir, to avow the prejudices natural to apn Englifhman; bu 
{ truft, however harth the word may found in pbilofophic ears, thete 
prejudices will be found fo liberal as to be confiftent with a love of 
truth—with the duties which man owes to man without diftinétion 
of country or climate—and with the reipect which 1 owe to. 
the finular pre judices (equally honourable in men of all nations) 
of thote in whofe country [am refiding. 

You abruptly, without the tinalleit preface or qualification, begin 
your polticript in the following terms:—‘‘ That a book fuch as that 
of Profetior Robifon, of Edinburgh, a man hypochondriac and 
fick in body and mind ;—TuE HORRIBLE HISTORY OF THE CON- 
SPIRACY OF ALL THE GOOD HEADS OF EUROPE AGAINST FOLLY 
(Dummbeit) —for fo ought in propriety his flanderous proofs of a 
confpiracy to be tranilated ; under the protection of a dedication to 
the minifter Windham, (known as the moit avowed tupporter of an 
exterminating war againtt Vrance) thould be fo fuccefsful among 
the Englith popul: we, ( Poedel) and that halt'a dozen editions fhowld 
be fo quickly told, will excite no wonder in him who has had oc- 
cation to learn particularly the unbounded affection of the robuit 
John Bull (equally great whe cn he is lodged in Killing!gate or 
St. James’s-Street) for bloody news, b loody, horril ye news, murder, 
conipiracy,’ &e. 

I contets, Sir, it was fome time before I could believe that I had 
feized the proper fente of this extraordinary patiage, or that I could 
allow mytelf to think that Mr. Bocttiger h: ad written it.» If I were 
not hroily convinced by numerous examples of the facility with 
which the fincerett men may be deceive d, efpecially when their 
paflions are e xeited ; I fhould have imagined at utterly impotiible 
that you could have ferioufly uted fuch language in tpeahing ot 
fuch a man as Mr. Robifon. 1 am certain you could not have 
done it had you terioutly read and contidered bis book, or had you 
nade fuch enquiries as you eafily might and ought to have nade 
retpe@ting his character and vr putation. Itis impottible for me to 
conceive what purpofe you could pro yp wolfe to aubares by fuch an at- 
tack upon the man without once rete rring to his reafons, or what 
caule could | have prompted fo egregious a dereliction of the com- 
mon principles of prudence. Myr. Robifon, as far as 1 know, has 
never done you a petional injury: he does not once mention 
your name in his book ; and even though he may have fallen into 
fjome mitiases in a tubject which he does not pretend to have com- 
pletely fathomed, his work by no means deterves to be placed as 
you have placed it, on alevel with the performances of Grub-Street. 
‘that he has long laboured under bad health is his misfortune, not 
his fault, Leave it to yourtelf, Sir, ta determine whether the 
moniioning fach a misfortune as vou have mentioned it be gene- 
rous, or whether the conclufion you have drawn from it be juit. 
You cannot be ignorant that many of the moti illutivious men have 
Jahoured ander bad health and corporeal infirmities, and have yet 
exuibited the mott fignal marks of genius and of found f perme 
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that because Mr. R. has long laboured under bad health his judg- 
ment muft therefore be difordered. If you have ne a fuch a 
conclufion on the faith of any of your corre{ponde nts, I muft beg 
leave to inform you that they h: ive grots ly impote d ro you, 
There are few men in Europe potie Ted of a founder judgme nt or 
of more extenfive acquirements than Mr. R. In mathematics and 
natural pbilotophy he has very few equals, whether we confider the 
depth of his knowledge or the ability ae which he applies it to 
the ufeful arts of life. In moral fteience he does not, indeed, ad- 
mire the labours of Kant, and even aes fome of his principles, 
and, perhaps, their general tendency, dange rOUS 5 but he®is inti- 
mately acquainted with that icience, as it has lone been taught by 
the ableft men in EF. ngland, and it ought not to hurt the vanity even of 
a German and a Kantitt, if E nelithme n ftill {uppofe that their own 
diftinguithed moralifis and metaphy ficians have not been entircly 
fools. In this age of infidelity he is not afhamed to profefs him- 
felf a Chriftian; and he boldly and ably contends that ignorance 
(the want of accurate ob{ervation and of jult and general views of 
nature and of providence) and vice are the great caufes of the inti- 
delity of the pretent day, and that they who pretend to be Atheitts 
on principles of {cience, will be found, on examination, to be mere 
fmatterers,whote whole knowledgeconfilts in afew idJe phrafes,which, 
uttered with the neceilary gravity and confidence, attract the notice 
of the idle and runaway with the admiration of the diffipated. 
Proteflor R. has travelled through the chief countries of Europe, has 
been in America, and has viewed, with a philotophic eye, the vari- 
ous modes of life, which the different countries, he has vifited, ex- 
hibit: he is acquainted with the moft important languages, ancient 
and modern; is a man of unblemithed honour, and in every refpe@ 
what we, in England, calla ee lutlead of being an enemy, 
as you have pofitively afle rted, f all the good heads of Europe, a 
patron of folly, anda fabpatic, yok is nowhere a more ardent 
friend of real tcience and of true liberty; as any man, indeed, who 
ferioufly reads the book againit which you are fo highly prejudiced, 
provided he has any precife notions of feicnce and of true liberty 
himfelf, will moft readily difcover and acknowledge. Nor is this 
the exaggerated praife of a friend; no one who knows Mr. R. as I 
have known him, and as he is almoft univerfally known in Britain, 
will dare to call it in ry m. ‘The Englith Jacobins, the flander- 
ous authors of the JJun‘h/y Magazine, and of the Avalytical Review, 
and of other fimilar public cations, (which are often alike devoid of 
truth and mode: ty) never fell into a more egregious folly, than by 
treating Mr. KR. as you alto have done, as an enemy to fcience and 
to liberty, as eothine more clearly proves that their clamours re- 
{ult not trom the love of true tcience and of rational liberty, but from 
a defire of univerfal innovation after the French model in philo- 
fophy and in politics, 

Mr. R. has in his book very fimply and candidly related the acci- 
dental circumttances which led him to the knowledge of the Iilumi- 
nati, and the views with which he publithed what he had dife overed ; 


and every impartial man who feriouily reads what he has written will 


certainly, 
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Certainly acconnt thofe views honourable. In every part of his book 
he exhibits himfelf, what he really is, as the ardent friend of true 
fcience, of rational religion, and of genuine liberty, and dire¢ts al] 
his attacks only againft philofophy, falfely fo called, againtt thofe 
who, pretending to be wifer than, their neighbours, with to perfuade 
us to live as without God in the world; and againit thofe who, with 
the words liberty, philanthropy, moderation, &c. ever in their mouths, 
promote only licentioufnefs, rapine and murder. Such are the Goon 
HEADS of Europe, and foch the FoLtLy againft which Mr. R, has 
written. That he may have committed fome miltakes in his account 
of the Eiuminati, and, perhaps, drawn fome falfe conclufions may be 

Mlible. Prove this to him in a gent lemanly manner and you will 
find him ready to rectify his mittakes, and to thank yor for your 
corre@tions. But you will find no reafonable man in England, nor, | 
prefume, i in any other country, who will difbelieve Rob tfan’s proofs 
in confequence of a mere pofitive demial dictated by pailion. On the 
contrary, fuch a mode of attack is naturally ec: aleulated to confirm 
every thinking man who has no other means of being undeceived. It 
cannot be demed, that fuch a fociety as that defcribed by Mr. R. did 
exift, and that, though many refpectable men were members of ir, 
it was directed by perfons capable of going the moft criminal lengths, 
Why not acknowledge this, and the danger of ic? Is philofophy in 
danger, becaufe a parcel of philofophical villains, or perfons pretend. 
ing to womens. » but led on, in-fact, by fecret ambition, are expofed 
to juft contempt? Is liberty endangered by the difplay of Jacobinifm 
in all its native horror? If you did not choofe to enter thas far into 
the fubje¢t, you ought to have let it alone ; for in we by 
mere-aflertion, to prove too much you prove nothing, and throw, 
hefides, fufpicion into the oppofite balance. Tf you did not choofe, 
therefore, towatte your time by entering fully into the merits of the 
cafe, 1 again repeat, you ought to have let it entirely alone ; and 
you might certainly have lefe it, with tull fecurity, to the affiduity 
and impartiality of the gentleman whom you fo juitly praifed, and 
whofe work on the illuminati you announce. There is no man in 
Europe better qualified for deciding on any difficult or difputed quef. 
tion than Mr. Mounier. [lis untullied integrity, bis unquettioned 
impartiality, his extenfive acquirements and active ailduity, and, 
above all, his intimate acqwaintance with the nature and caufes of the 
French Revolution, pecul ltarly fit him for fuch a tafk ; and very faf- 
tidious, indeed, muft be the pariy which fhall refufe to liften to him. 
Yer, I am firmly perfuaded, there are many in England who have 
uniformly treated Mr. R. as you have done, who will, probably, not 
derive much greater fatisfaction from the work which you announce, 
though, as 1 am fure, that Mr. Mounier will treat Mr. Robifon as 
one gentleman and one fcholar ought to treat another, | think, I may 
fafely venture to predict, that his work will meet from no one with a 
warmer and more refpecttul reception than from Mr. R. 

Refpecting what you nave ben pleated to fay, in the fentence I 
have quoted, about the Eny giith popu lace, 1 wall reitrain myfelf from 
exprefling my fetlings or my dt gnation. It muft have been in a 
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vety unthinking moment, [ am perfuaded, that you united together 
under the fame cenfure a inhabitants of Billin gigate and of Se. 

ames’s-iireet, and I can polit ively ailure you, that your knowledge 
of honeft John Bull is neither fo intimate nor accurate as, perhaps, you 
imagine. A foreigner, and efpecially one who has never been in 
England, trea Is on ticklifh ground when, in order to raife a laugh, 
or excite prejudices againtt that country, he makes allufions to local 
circumftances and ‘local characters, which it is dificult even for the 
natives to manage with ¢ afey elegance, and effect. I mutt beg leave 
to inform you ac the fame time, ‘that England site not yet fallen into 
fuch a ftate of infignificance and of bad “tafe as you have been here 
ple afed to affert ; nor will you find the people receiving implicidly and 
without examination, as you have told us, any book, . merely becaufe 
it is filled with bloody news. ‘There may be indi iduals, in high 
flations, who believe, and even you yourfe if, I pre fume, muft allow, 
that there is fome curious and important information even in Barruel 5 
bat [ know no perfon who refers to his work as a diplomatic codex, 
and, lam credibly informed, that its merits have been ably canvafled, 
and many of its faults feverely expofed in the journals the moft "paatg 
able to the Government. Your remarks, the refore, on the pilots of 
the Briti/h veffel of State and on the members of the re/peGabl e Senate 
of the Imperial sles ( Rarfertichen Infeln’, appealing in open Parlia- 
ment and in State Papers to what you call the abfurdities of Barruel, 
fall harmlefs to the ground when narrowly infpected and compared 
with the facts ; and your endeavouring to account for a folly, in great 
part of your own creation, by referring to the duzzling effects of party 
fpirit, and to the in/olens dicence in the ufe of means employed by 
Muachiavelic politicians to win the public opinion, i$ fimilar to the 
condu& of thofe philofophers who endeavour to account for tatts of 
which they have not eftablithed the exiflence. 

J am not igaorant of the wild and unfounded calumnics which have 
been circulated in Germany againtt the government of my country, 
in confequence of its conduct in the prefent war, and I cannot help 
remarking ai an Englifhman has at leaft as much reafon to be in- 
dignant at fuch wanton and ignorant malice, as a German can hav 
on account of the works publtihed in England againft the lilaminsti, 
granting them to be in every petpett as ill-founded as you would have 
us believe. It has been too much the fathion of late years among the 
German writers to calumniate the Britith government, and to circulate, 
with unbounded confidence, the lies and mifreprefentations of the op- 
polition pape rs in England, and of the Republican Gazettes of France. 
Yet it is now as evident as day-light, and every perfon free from the 
party fpirit againit which all fo loudly declaim will readily acknow- 
ledge, that had England followed the plan they fo ardently laboured 
to recommend, Europe would at this moment have exhibited only 
one common heap of ruin, devoid alike of religion, of learning, and 
of liberty. I love {cience and I love freedom, but J abbor all affec. 
tation of extravagant novelty both in the one and in the other, be. 
cavfe I believe it to be equally fatal to both, I think in fuch a country 


as England, where liberty ig acknowledged and eftablifhed by the 


laws, 
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Review. 


Editor, 


He has, indeed, 


principles of thefe 
paflions and partialittes of the feveral agents thall have long been 
buried in oblivion ; among{t many other epithets 
you call him a peniioned (be hefalde ten) priett, 
certainly cannot prove, and which I ah pofitive Ss not true, 
certainly with the fame thin 
what you fay of his dedication to the mixz/i 
{malleft attention or enquiry would have proved to you, that this 
dedication was 
dentally renewed in London, and not of minitterial patronage. 
Pitt has been, in a peculiar manner, sineseiag 
of keeping in his pay a lilt of writers to dk 
It would have been highly ufeful and high rk praife-worthy in him 
if this had been the cafe, if he had employed a few perfons ? fuffictent 
abilities, i integrity, and diferetion, and farntfhed them wit 
materials, where circumftunces rendered it neceflary, in ere tO ex- 
pofe matters to, the public eye in their jut light, and to prevent the 
baneful effeéts of the repe ated lies, and continual mifreprefentations of 
the oppofition papers, fome of which were certainly knewn to be in 
the pay of the French Directory, and, perhaps, may ftill continue 
in the pay of the new government. 
not the fame ideas on this fubject, 


ames’s Chrouzcle. 
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times, will fee 


x to be belie wed ot 


5S 


the effect of an early j 


LES. 


and acknowledge 


Jaws, that the parliament and the people havea right to watch over 
and even to be jealous of the government. But, on all occafions, with 
reafon and without, and efpecii ae in cafes totally unprecedented and 
of extreme difficulty and d: anger, 
chiavelifm of adminittr: 
weak and wicked. 


» be crying out againft the Ma. 
ition, ni pe danger ot liberty, i Is equally 
I firmly believe, and am fure it would not be 
difficult to prove (in part it has been unanfwerably proved already } 
that there never was any government or adminiilration in Europe, 
lefs directed by Machiavelic principles than that of England during 


the prefent war; and pofterity, if pofterity efeape the defolating 


it, when the 


Mr. Robifon, 
er W ae tem though the 


apphy “a to Bar ru el, 
an alle g ition which you 


You 


from 


acquaintance at collese, acci- 


Uniortunately 


No minifter, I imag 


Mr. 


eth abroad and at home 


fend his admin uiftration, 


re) 


ine, W 


h fufficient 


the minitter has 
for he fuffers all the odium (yet if 
placed on a proper and liberal footing I know not why it fhould be 
odious) without the advantages. 
more carelefs of fuch means of fecuring the public opinion, though if 
exercifed in a manly liberal manner nothing could be more jut or 
been ferved © by writers not his own,’ 

The idea feems to pa upon the Continent that every paper called 
minifterial is a Court Gazette, andthus Wieland denominates the 
There is no official or Court paper in Eng. 
land, except the London Gazette, which never contains any thing 
but official news, State Papers, and procl: imations. 
papers range themfelves on the fide of the minifter, or on that of the 
oppolition, ac cording to the princ iple § or prejuc dices of their refpective 
editors ; and though we are daily entertained by the latter with re. 


was ever 


The other newf- 





* Fora cafe in point we refer our eaites to wp. 204. Vol. I. of our 


And, we now add, that we have fince received indifpurable 


proots that exe paper, at leaft, was in the pay of the French Directory. 
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marks on the baneful influence of party /pirit and of political corrup- 
tion, a fuflicient number of anecdotes are known refpecting the leading 
papers of this def cription to prove that they are equal adepts in the 

ractice, as in the theory, of what they thus frequently make the 
theme of their moft pathetic declamations. 

I donot mean, Sir, to affert that my country is totally, and in 
every refpect, faulclefs, either in its government, or in the general 
conduct and character of the people. Whatever may be my own pri. 
vate opinion in comparing it with other countries, I thall never fo 
far forget what I owe to foreigners, as to difguft then with fenfelefs 
claims of fuperiority. But I reclaim loudly” and pofitively againit 
England’s being reprefented (as fhe too often has been in Germany, 
and as fhe feems in a peculiar manner to be reprefented by you) as the 
pat tronefs of ignorance and defpotifm on the one hand, and the caufe 
of an unjuit and unneceflary war on the other. I am well convinced, 
indeed, thatif I had even the tongue of an angel, and could wield the 
pen of the readieft writer, I f} sould attempt in vain to filence the en- 
vious calumnies and grofs mifreprefentations which are fo artfully 
and affiduoufly difleminated amongft a certain fet of men both in Eng. 
land and on the Continent. But I conceive that I have the fulleft 
right to call upon you to retract affertions both againtt Mr. R. and 
againit my country, which as they are totally devoid of truth and 

‘aftice mutt be the effect of falfe information, or mut have dropt 
from your pen, in an unguarded and unthinking moment. 
Tam, Sir, your obedient humble fervant, 


JAMES WALKER. 





TO THE EDITOR. 

SIR, 
T was far from my defign to provoke a reply, to my firft letter. 
And, to avoid any thing like controverfy with the Reviewer, 1 

will only fay, in anfwer to the charge of mifquoting and mifrepre- 

fenting him, that I was not confcious of the faults imputed to me 
when [ wrote to you; and, at this time, I do not believe I have been 
guilty of them. In my opinion, it does not require much ingenuity 
to interpret my letter more to the credit of the writer, and fo as to 
give no offence to the Reviewer.—Mrs. More’s Statement of the 
Dottrines of Chriftianity is a very fmall part of her book on educa- 
tion: and the fevereft cenfure of her opinions and expreffians on re- 
ligtous fubjes will confift with a general admiration and praife of 
her talents as a moral writer. ‘This one remark implies all I fhould 
fay, if I were to enter into a particular vindication of myfelf. But, 

1 forbear. 

In his animadverfions on my firft letter to you, the Reviewer in- 
timated his conjecture of fome /choal to which I may belong. Bur, 
1 know not any /chool, or fect, or party, in whofe lift 1 fhould not 
bluhh to read my name. I profefs, indeed, to be one of the people 

called 
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ealled Chrifians: and, it has been my godd fortune to have been 
educated in the church of England. I have told you before, thar 
am a friend of the Anti-Jacobin Reviewers as defenders of our hay 
econflitution in church _ ftate. IT will explain myfeif heather on 
this fubjett ; and will endeavour to convince you, that I ama good 
ehurchman, and as much an enemy to fchifm as the refpeable ‘Mr. 
Daubeny. 

If any one were to aik, what has been the means, by which this 
nation has been preferved from the prevalence of revolutionary prin. 
ciples and from democratic ruin ; I thould afcribe our falvation to the 
revered character of our moft gracious Sovereign, to a general con. 
fidence in the integrity of his heart, to the loy alty of a vait majority 
of his faithful fubjects, and their zealous attachment to the conftitu. 


tion. I thould afcribe it to the wifdom, the courage, and firmnefs of 


adminiftration. I fhould afcribe it to the wifdom of the parliament ; 
and, to the conviction, which the moft independent members, in both 
honfes, entertain, that his Muajefty’s Miniiters are porfuing’ the true 
intereft of the peoples I fhould afcribe our falvation to the Alien Bill, 
to the prudent fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus A@, and to the armed 
alfociations. I fhould afcribe it to thofe many excellent publicati ion : 
from the prefs, which have expofed the fophittry » the weaknefs, and 
the wickednefs, of feditious, democratic, and Jacobinical authors, 
reviewers, and feribblers ; and, in the catalogue of ufeful publica- 
tions, and of thofe of the firt importance, I would mention the Anti. 
Jacobin Newfpaper and the Purfuits of Literature, the Britifh vrwene 
and the Anti-Jacobin Review. I would fay thefe at home, and ou 
brave foldiers and mariners abroad, have been the bulwarks of the 
nation againit the domettic and foreign enemies of Britain, and of our 
happy conttitution in Church and State. 

But, it would not be inconfiltent witha very high fenfe of the im- 
portance of the Britifh Critic and of the Anti. Jacobin Review, if I 
confefs that I do not always approve either the praife or the blame 
which I find in thefe ufeful publications, efpecially on religious fub- 
jects. The compofitions of occafional corre{pondents, writers of y 
rious talents, views, and tempers, are admitted into thefe pe siodlical 
publications ; and, 1 may diflike fome of them, or fome things con- 
tained in thefe compofitions, without any diflike of the Reviews 
themfelves ; and, without any unfriendlinefs towards thofe who are 
the prince ipa al writers and managers of them, 

‘Vo convince you that Lam a good churchman and as much an 
enemy to fchifm as Mr. Daubeny 1s, I will tranfcribe a note, which 
1 wrote only a few days before I read the Anti-Jacobin Review for 
the month of March; and which was written for a very different pur- 
pofe than its introduction into this letter. ‘* It was one thing, to 
tolerat re the fcruples of difenting brethren ; aud quite another, to ex- 
tend the original limits of toleration fo widely, that the very mem- 
bers of the eftablifhed church, who have none ‘of thofe - {cruples, may 
de(pite all rule, all order and government, and fet up {chifm.fhops in 
every 
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every parith. It was one thing, to tolerate religions Diffenters, who 
could fubfcribe to the fame deAvinal articles with their brethren in 
the eftablithed church ; and quite another, to give licence to political 
Diffenters, openly and publicly, to blafpheme thofe do&rines which 
are held molt facred by the nation ; to deny the Lord that bought 
them, and blafpheme God and the King, by their bitter and indecent 
invectives agawit the eftablifhed religion, ae again{t the conftitu- 
tion in church and ftate. ‘This was giving licence to the modern 
Fawke/es, to carry on their horrible work in broad day-light: and, 
this exceflive latitudinari: inifm, for I cannot call it charity, will pro- 
bably end, in what the firlt @, Fawkes and his affociates intended to 
perform, in the deftruction of King and_ Parliament, and utter fub- 
-verfion of the Jaws and religion of this country. They, who fhould 
guard againft this danger, 1 fear, are too fait afleep, or too deeply 
infetted with fa titudinarian principles, to fee the danger till it. be- 
come impoflible to prevent the cataflrophe.’’ 
The term Ce/zini/m was ufed, in my firit letter, as the Reviewer 
fuppofed, in its geveral fenfe; becaufe the dottrine of irre/fible 
grace was not mentioned by the Reviewer, and I did not perceive, 
in Mrs. More’s Statement of the Doétrines of Chriftianity any thing 
to excite an idea that fhe might be charged with having taught this 
doGrine, either direétly or by confequence. ‘The expreffian 11Tee 
fiftible grace is ufed by fome modern Calvinifts ; but, I think, Ca/zvia 
had too much learning, and too much good babe, to ufe an expreffion 
fo very exceptionable as this is. Ido not recollect any thing like it 
in his book of inititutes. And moft certainly, the doétrine “of 117 C« 
fifible grace is no part of Mrs. More’s public creed ; I mean, it is 
not aiierted in her Statement of the Doctrines of Chriftianity. Re. 
colleét her words, ‘* Grace mutt be 4/4, or it will be withdrawn 
i. it is imparted conditionally, and will be withdrawn, if not 
ufed: and, there is no medium between not ufing the grace of God 
and refifting it. She affirms, indeed, that ‘ Chriftiamity is a new 
principle intufed into the heart ;’’ and this, you may fay, looks fome- 
thing like irrefiitible grace. But this is not the whole of what fhe 
firms: fhe affirms, that Chriftianity is a new principle infufed into 
the heart Ay the word and /pirit of God. ‘This addition makes a very 
material diffegence, by the word and /p:irit of God; by the word 
received, by the word believed, by the fpirit yielded unto, and both 
obeyed. Not by the one without the other: for, if by the word 
without the f pirit, her doétrine would be Pelagianifm ; and if by the 
{pirit without the word, it might be :rrej/tible grace, or myftic en- 
thufiafm. But, if infufed into the heart by means of the word, as 
well as by the influence of the divine fpirit, it is grace propofed and 
offered to us : it is grace which may be refifted, and the infufion of it 
as a habit effectually prevented. And, if grace cannot be refifted, 
effectually and finally, even that grace of God which bringeth falva- 
tion; or, if the fpirit of God cannot be refifted in his operations ; 
then, there can be no fuch fin as the fin of unbelief, and no fuch 
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thing as finning againft the difpenfation of the fpirit ; and, T think 
J may add, these can be no fuch thing as eternal damnation. I write 
this with reverence, and with fubmiffion to the dictates of revela. 
tion. 

But, the fceularity and profanenefs of profeffing Chriftians, much 
more than the perverfion and abufe of the do¢trine of grace to the 
purpofes of enthutiz ifm, has rendered the do¢trine of the grace of God 
extremely unpopwiar’in our day, ‘They who are any thing more than 
Pelagians, or who infift that the grace of God is neceffary to produce 
repentance, faith, and fanétification, or, in Mrs. More’s words, to 
wnfufe anew principle into the heart, aad who urge a condutt fuitable 


to this doctrine, are generally reproached under the denomination of 


Calvimifls. And, fo ftrong and extenfive is this prejudice, I have 
known fome good people, who have tancied themfelves to be Cal- 
vinitts, and who would call themfelves moderate Calvinitts ; but ig 0, 
in reality, were no more Calviniits than [ am. Yet, though [Ta 
not a Calyinilt, I revere the name and memory of the great SR etieives 
whom Bithop Jeuel, the brighteit ornament and glory of the Englith h 
church, called that Godly Learn red Father John Calvin ; and of whom 
judicious Hooker faid, §* 1 think him incomparably the wifeit man 
that ever the French ch itch did enjoy fince the hour that it enjoyed 
him :’’? and he added this teftimony concerning him, ‘ Though 
thoufands were debrors to him for divine knowledge, yet he was 
debtor to none, but only to God, the author of that mot bleffed book 
"THE BOOK OF LIFE.” And truly, I think, it fhould not be 
lamented, as our misfortune or difgrace, that fome pious clergymen, 
and lay-members of the eftablifhed church, follow Calvin’s met thod of 
interpteting the facred Scriptures : but, we ought to be afhamed of it, 
as a fympiom of receding to the extreme point direétly oppofite to 

Calvinifm, (and ail Oppotite extremes are equally removed from truth 
and wifdom) that the venerable ore of Calvin is become a bear’s 
fkin, in which pious minifters of this church are expofed to contempt, 
to be reviled and perfecuted. 

The tranflator of MofSeim, thinks © the cautions, annexed to the 
17th article ofthe church of England, intimate that Ca/vini/m was 
that which this article was meant to eftablifh.’? Mr, Daubeny, 
and many oihers, thinks thefe cautions prove the contrary. Bifhop 
Burnet thou; ght ** the cautions added to this article intimate, that 
St. Auflin’s doétrine was defigned to be fettled by it.’? Sub judice 
Lis eff; and, while it is fo, 7. e. until the church of England form: ally 
renounce the Calviniftic interpretation of this article in the houfes of 
convocation and of parliament, it will be very. uncandid and unjuft 
to reproach any clergymen, or laymen, for interp reting this article 
calvinillically. And furely, it w ould be fair and equitable, if we in- 
dulge the prejudices of thofe who lean towards Calvinifm, when we 

ourlelves incline, or connive at thofe» who incline, towards Pela. 
gianiim ; againit which the Church of England, in her articles, has 
expielsly decided, 
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Calvin adopted the fentiments of St. Auguftine, on the fubject of 
predeftination : but, 8S. Auguffine’s do&rine does not comprehend 
the tenets of Ca/vin. Calvinilts, therefore, fubfcribe to this article, 
as exprefling their own = a which it certainly does to a certaia 
degree ; and, it is a natural, id very pardon: ible, prejudice in them, 
to fuppofe thae it rp/res the ‘« There is an example of this in 
the hiftory of the reign of Elizabeth, The moft learned and pious 
men, at that time, were preferred to the highett offices in the church ; 
and mott of them were either do4rizal Calvinitts, or what we fhould 
now call mo#erate Calvinifts, but, in truth, the followers of St. 
Auguftine. ‘The authors of the Admonition were rigid Calvinitts, 
in doétrine and difcipline. In the Admonition, they expofed and 
exaggerated every inconvenience and blemifh they could efpy in the 
eftablithed church, and imputed a thoufand imaginary faults to her, 
And, if they had thought the dottrine of the church, on the moft im. 
portant articles of religion, and efpecially on the fubjects of grace 
and predettination, had been erroneous, it would have excited the 

reateft outcry. Burt, upon thefe fubjects, they were quite filent, 
‘© Hitherto,’”’ faid Whitgift, in his Anfwer to the Admonition, 
«« (chanks be unto God) in all this difcourfe, there is not one piece of 
falfe do€trine of any fubftance afcribed to this church of England by 
thefe libellers ; and therefore, it hath (as God will) the firit note of 
the true church of Chritt, 1.e. pariy of dodrine.”’ 

They, who are Calvinifts in doétrine and difcipline, may be no 
friends to our conititution: their principles incline them to be enes 
mies: and generally, U believe, they are avowed enemies; or onl 
want a fit opportunity for declaring themfelves. But, to fay this of 
doétrinal Calvinitts, is little lefs than faying Whitgrft and Hocker, 
and the majority of the Enaglith Bifhops and cl ergy, in the reign of 
Elizabeth, and of Fames 1. were no friends of che ettablifhed church; 
for, either they were Calvinifts, or held that dottrine of grace and 
predeftination, which, in our day, would be fufficient to give any 
one that denomination. But, it is not wile, to reproach thofe as 
enemies, who are difpofed to be confcientious and orderly con- 
formiits, left we make them fuch. Prudence diétates, in the prefent 
day efpecially, that we comprehend all we can within the mufter-roll 
of our friends. Mr. Daxbery confeffes, © that the Calviniftic notion 
may confift with the mojt pure and fpiritual Chriftianity.”’ If fo; 
the interefts of Chriflianity are not involved in the difpute ; and 
pious Calviniftic clergymen ought to be treated with refpect and 
brotherly kindnefs. There are fome of this clafs, I believe, in every 
diocefe. Their Diocefans treat them with the liberality which has 
long diftinguifhed the Bilhops of the Englifh church: and, Sir, it 
can never be decent, in perfons of inferior rank, to cenfure thofe 
whofe pious and orderly conduct the Bifhops approve. 

I have no objection to any proper corre¢tion of errors in dottrine 

and irregularities in practice. But Ido object, and proteft againt 
the cruelty of drefling innocent and worthy characters in bears’ fkins, 
to be worried by dogs. There mult be fome fhades of difference in 
our conceptions and expreffions of every truth. This fault, if it be 
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one, cannot be avoided. Every attempt to ‘correét it will be in vain, 
Let blameable, that is, avoidabl« errors and irregularities be corre¢ted 
and let it be done with mee! ac of wifdom. Admonifh your ering 
brethren ; bat remember, they are your brethren: for, while they 
hold the ca pie though hey build upon ir with no better ma. 
terials than wood, and ftraw, and ftubble, and diffent from you in man 
fubordinate points of doétrine and practice, they are your brethren 
fill. Convince them of your charity, though you fhould fail to con. 
vince them of ¢deir faults. The violence of argument and the injury 
of abufe are utterly inconfiftent with the genius of Chriftianity. They 
are in themfelves very great faults, and very unfit inftruments to cor. 
rect faults in other people. 1 would rather err with pious, thoagh 
mifguided, brethren, than unite with w/e bigots in pelting them w ith 
ftones and dirt for their faults. J can hope our great mafter will par 
don thefe, and approve their fincere piety : but, he will never fail to 
puni‘h the outrages of perfecutors 

I conclude with the words of t! the writer, upon whofe criticifm I have 
prefumed to animadvert ; adapting them to my prefent purpofe. “I 
fhall lofe no flight portion a that fincere refpect which | have fele 
for the man: agers of the Anti-Jacobin Review, if they de not receive 
this friendly admonition with unfeigned gratitude ; and if the future 
numbers of this ufetul work do not derive material improvement from 
this feafonable and benevolent remonftrance.’’ 

Iam, Sir, your humble fervant, 
I. $. 

P.S. I with it to be underftood, that my argument does not ex. 
tend to the juftification of any one, who will not fubmit to the order 
and difcipline of the Church ot England. I know not any argument, 
thac will juftify any one in practices inconfittent with the rules of the 
fociety of which he isa member. Ac this time, efpecially, every flep 
inconfiftent with the order and difcipline of the church, and which 
gives encouragement to fectaries, ought to be avoided with anxious 
{crupulofity. Whoever encourages fchifm in the church is, in fact, 
undermining the State. 1 believe there are very tew of the clergy, 
who lean towards Calvinifm, that can be juftly accufed of ir rregulart- 
tics ; and, they, who are not guilry, will not be offended by this 
adinonition. 





Upon the Levettinc Society, Encuisn Assassins, &c. 
TO THE EDITOR. 
SIR, 
ENCOURAGED by the impartial manner in which you have 
fpoken of the Rife and Diffolution of the Infidel Societies, I have 
the pleafure to intorm you that I have alfo been honoured with a 
letrer from his Lordthip the Bifhop of Durham, containing a pofitive 
opinion as to the originality and good tendency of the fame work. 
Another eminent dignitary , and other of the nobility and clergy, have 
alfo exprefied their opinion of the importance of its information to the 
upper ranks of fociery, Bur, though I have received adual ofifance 
from 








H. Reid on the Levelling Seciety, Engli Afjoffins, &e. 355 


from forne private charaGers, fill as there are cogent reafons for not 
deferring fome intelligence of greater weight than che former for ano. 
ther edition of my work, I thall, for the prefent wave the confid 


, act. 
ation of the dangerous confeq ences of re{fponfibility ; and, after 
anticipating the objection, why thefe difcoveries were not made 
fooner, proceed wil h my prefent objet. 

Firft, the obitacles to difcoveries, where large bodies of people are 
concerned, secuedia arife from m:fruft ard fear. ‘The former is 
always natural; but the latter may take its dimenfions from doubrs, 
too often weil founded; not whether the parties entertaining thefe 
doubis will be rewarded, but whether even their perfons mry mect 
with temely prote@ion ; a confideration naturally enhanced by a fenfe 
of the imminent danger always apprchended from be’ nz expofed to 
defperate characters. 

That thefe apprehenfions are not ideal, nor ftarted to ferve any 
private, or party purpofe, muft evidently appear to rag prejudiced, 
the fupine, and /ecure of all defcriptions in Church 7 State, when it 
is proved, that, in addition to the enormities indicated in [he 
Rife and Difflition of the Infd l Socteties,’”’ a Sieket of haves 
and Murper has been organized, and a¢ted upon, by a body of men 
once 140 in number ; not unaptly terming themfelves 

THE LEVELLING SOCIETY. 

According to the account I have received from a perfon, once in 
the executive committee of the London Correfponding Society, the 
affociation I am now fpeaking of was projected and org mized by one 
of the perfons indicted with Thomas Hardy in 1794. Their firft 
place of meeting was at the fign of the Blue Poits near Dean-itreer, 
Soho. The leading men had belonged to the Carrefponding Society, 
and one of them was aifo a member of the Friends of Morality, meet- 
ing at the Temple of Reafon, defcribed in the third chapter of my 
pamph! et. The avowed object of the Levelling Society, fpecified in 
their articles, was to obtain an equal divifion of land and ail other 
property, and to ext — ill diftinétion in fociety either y force or 


fraud, or by both if neceffiry. Secrefy was alfo. enjoined by oath, 
and the failure shercol’ to be pt unithed with death by “the reit of the 
members. 


In purfuance of this plan, feveral of thefe perfons appear to have 
armed themfelves with piftuls, &c. and to have fubfiited upon their 
depredations, principally committed upon the Weitern Road about 
Uxbridge and Windfor. And as all kinds of pr: operty were free tp be 
taken from the rich, efpecially the clergy, the nobility, the contrac. 
tors, &c, a committee was charged with a portion of the fame, to 
pay for printing, for pikes, and other arms, to be in. readinefs 
againft the time when open force might be ufed againft the 
Government : in the mean while, the members were to harrafs 
the rich by deitroying horfes, theep or game. Several initances of 
cruelty to horfes may poifibly be traced to this fource. To prevent 
being fufpected, as common thieves, it feems it was the practice of 
thefe marauders never to take any high road, but thole the moft un. 
frequented. Inftead of fkinning the “fheep in the ufual manner, it 
appears they ufed to deprive them of their wool by fcalding, knowing 

Bbz the 


: 




















356 MISCELLANIES, 


the fkins frequently Jead to detection. That ‘thefe particulars may 
not be doulted, and that the manner in which they tranfpired may be 
accounted for, it may be recollected, at a certain office, that about the 
latter end of the Summer in 17g8, two men were committed for three 
months imprifonment to the New Houfe of Correction in Cold-Bath. 
Fields, for being found by the patroles in a field neat Kenfington, 
armed with pitols and cutlafles, about one o’clock in the morning, 
In this prifon, having an Opportun ity of converfing with two perfon 18 
confined for feditious practices, and whom they had known in diviti 
the fecond, of the London Correfponding Society, they immediately 
Jet them into the fecret of their order, ailuring them they were by no 
means profeilional thieves ; but being unknown to the Police Officers, 
and bringin ig perions to appear jor them who had known them when 
they liv ed in fome degree of credit, their firit fentence was mitigated 
from fix to three months im prifonment, as before indicated. And 
what may make this ditcovery of the viene linportance to fociety, 
is the well-known faét that the murder of Mr. Mellith 1, who was fhot 
in the country moft frequented by thefe defperadoes, has not yet beeu 
accounted for! 

From the inveterate enmity exprefied by thefe men againit all con. 
tractors, it has been fugge fted that the late threatening leiiers, burn. 
ing of barns, &c. may alfo have arifen from an aflociation itill in 
exiftence. But a further developement of thefe caufes and efiegts may 
depend upon the zeal and patriotifin of thefe who have the welfare of 
the State and that of its benefactors fincerely at heart. 

The furprize exprefled by ‘all who read the Rife and*Diffolution of 
the Infidel Societies is certainly fla ittering ; and it may, probably, 
increafe when circumftances adinit of the adoption of your advice 
relative toa cheaper and more comprcfied edition, for the accommo. 
dation of the lower orders of focicty. 

Tam, Sir, with much refpedt, yours, &c. 
HAMILTON REID. 

P.S. In your laft Review, the Infidel Meetings are tiled 
‘© Schools of Affaffination. In fact, fo frequent and fo vague were 
the propofals in che clubs for aflaflinating fome eminent character or 
characters, that, like eruptions naturally proceeding from fuch vole 
canos, they, at length, became matters of indifference and created 
little or no notice ! Did room per mit, fome very curious traits might 
be given upen this extraordinary fabjeét. I fhall only add, that jutt 
before the appreh enfion of a number of the United Englithmen, a 
Committee of Affaffinators sila of as a part of their conftitution. 
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Verfes to the Memory of Count Suworow. 
OF toreligion’s foe ; of Ruffia’s throne 
The pro Ps th’ avenger, and the pride in one; 
Whofe conqu’ring arms, in bold defiance hurl’d, 
Cruth’d the rude moniter of the weitern world ; 
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Tho’ wrapt in gladnefs now thy wars fhall ceafe, 
*Mid the pure regions of eternal peace ; 
Accept the praiic thy genuine works demand, 
Nor fpurn the labours of a Britith hand, 
; Whole patriot breait, tho’ proudly prompt to fmile 
On the rich glories of his native ile, 
Unenvying itill can own each virtuous foul, 
From the parch’d Ladies to the Northern Pole. 
Oh, did that arm {till lead thy vet’ran band, 
Enured to conquer at their chief’s command ? 
Ne’er would che foe have met the awful thock, 
Or the proud COl ul pats’d the fated 7 
Soon had thy {word aveng’d an injur’d God, 
And Atheiiis trembled as the giant trod : 
What tho’ each fool, in proud opinion great, 
Would blaft thar worth he dares not imitate ; 
Tho’ thine like Alfred’s name be doom’d to ftand, 
In the rude annals ot a barb’rous land; 
Ye thall not Europe, to thy deeds unjuft, 
Permit the chief to moulder with his duft ; 
Long as the Alpe hight V4 vein g rife in fnow, 
While rolis the Trebbia, and while {wells the Po; 
Thofe rocks, thattorient, thal! thy praife rebound, 
And earth aflenting ratiiy the found, 
While giory ftanps 11 on the lilis of fame, 
And next her Pict’s inferibes Suworow’s name 3 
Piti, whofe high worth applauding worlds advance, 
The pride of Britain, and the fcourge of France. 
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SUMMARY OF POLITICS. 

T has too often been our lot to depict the fituation of Europe in 
mott gloomy colours, and to give vent to thofe feelings which 
muit unavoidably refult from fuch a ftate of things in every mind that 
is true to its King, its country, and its God. Once more this pain- 
ful duty recurs, and, at a period, when it was leaft to be expected. 
Whoever atrentively confidered the comparative refources of the 
Belligerent Powers at the opening of the prefent campaign, and will 
now oolerve their refpective fituations, muft find ample ground. for 
aitontihment and abundant caufe for lamentation. ‘The man who can 
cait his eye over the map of Europe and ferioully contemplate that | 
ortion of it which is now in poffeifion of the French, without the 
moit lively apprehenfions for the fate of civil foctety, mutt either have 
a mind incapable of reflection, a heart devoid of feeling, or elfe fome 
fecret fource of con nfol: ation unknown tous. At any former period of 

















our hiftory, had France impelled by the dictates of ambition, urged i} 
by the defire of aggrandizement, or ftimulated by a thirft for con- 4 
queft, fought to eitablith her {way over all the neighbouring Star . ? 4 
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and to ftretch her authority over a line of coaft extending from the 
German ocean to the Adriatic, not only thofe characters who guided 
the councils and direéted the force of Britain, but ev. ry Memt iber of 
her Parliament, the whole population ot her empire, would have re. 
fifted, with adequate energy, the daring attempts of her enemics, and 
have determined, with one voice, never to give up a conteit in which 
the power of France was ftaked againti the fatety of Englund. We 
are warranted to draw this conciufion from the recorded fe ‘ntiments 
and the uniform conduct of all our bett and wifeit Statefmen ot paft 
times, who well knew how to appreciate the danger refuitiog to theie 
country from the ambirious fpirit of her principal rival nod enemy. 
What then fhould be the general feeling, what the univerfal voice, 
of Britons, when they fee iach an extention of territory, fuch an aug. 
mentation of power, acquired by a flare fo conttituted as the French 
Republic isy founded on fuch principles, prot tefing fuch views, and 
executing fuch projects? Uonlefs every trait which fo nobly chatace 
terized tucir fathers be obliterated, unlefs all fenfe of patriotifm be 
funk in a degrading fpirit of felfith nefs, unlefs their minds are fo de. 
bafed as to rifk the fpeedy dettruction of their country, her religion, 
her morals, and her laws, rather than fubmit to thofe ‘bert! lens, and 
unite in thofe exertions, by which alone it can be averted ; the general 
feeling muft be that of indignation at the monitrous pretenhons of 
fuch a State, and the univerial voice be exprefiive of a determination 
either to curb a power employed to efleét our ruin, or to perith in the 
attempt. It remains to be teen what wall be the deciiion of Britain 
in the prefent alarming crifis. 
_ In_our laft we exprefled our opinion that the vidtory of Morengo, 
if truly ftated by the French, would decide the fate of Italy. It cere 
tainly was not truly ftated by them; and the lofs fultained in it by 
our Allies might have been eafily re -paired, but tor che moft extra. 
ordinary conde of General Melas, /ubcquent to the battle. The 
batcle ittelt was obitinatcly contetled on both tides ; the French had an 
acknowledged fupertority of force, notwithitanding which, for nine 
hours, the Auftrians were victorious ; and the tide of victory was 
turoed, not, as has fallely been aflerted, either by the ability or the 
exertions of Bonaparte, but part!y by the provident conduét of General 
Deffaix, (sho, with the sid of treth troops, erected a new battery 
at a critical point, and at a cridical period) ; and, fill more by the 
fituation of General Melas, whofe taculties, though frequently fup- 
ported by wine and ipirits, appear wholly to have forfaken him in 
the latter part of the day. When he was in this ftate, one falfe 
movement which weakened his centre afforded an opportunity to 
Deilaix to make a vigorous and fuccefstul charge with a body of 
cavalry that had not yet been engaged. The diforder o« cafioned 
by fuch charge would, however, have been ipeedily remedied by 
the Aufirian General Zach, if he had not, moft unfortunately, fallen 
iuto the hands of the enemy, at the very moment when he was about 
to take upon him the command. But even after this defeat, what was 
the ftate of the two armies? ‘The Auftrians had loft 9,000 men, and 
the French from 12 to 14,000 ; the former, enraged at having had 
the victory fo wretied out of their hands,{ were eager to renew the 
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conteft on the following day ; and the latter had obtained only the 
barren advantage of keeping poflefiion of the field of battle. When 
matters were thus fituated, the Auftrian Commander, inftcad of fe- 
conding the ardour of his men, concluded a capitulation, unparall. 
eled, we wiil venture to affirm, in the annals of war; a capitulation 
by which he voluntarily furrendered into the hands of the enemy, 
nearly all the fruits of one of the moft glorious and fuccefsful came 
paigns recorded in hiftory. Any attempt to affign the caufe of fuch 
conduct would be alike fruitlefs and abfurd ; its confequences, 
unhappily, are more obvious and explicable. 

In poiteilion of Mantua and the ftrong lines of the Mincio, the 
Aufirians, no doubt, might fiill defend the fouth of Italy trom the in- 
curfions of the French; but what reliance, what confidence can be 
placed in their efforts, after this dreadful Convention? We can 
fcarcely pertuade ourlelves that General Melas would dare to fign 
fuch a Convention, without fome general tottru@tions previoutly 
given by the Aulic Council; and it the Aulic Council had the 
power and the will to give inttructions that conld fanétion fuch a 
Convention, they mutt be traitors to their country, and decided 
enemies to the caufe in which the allies are embarked. We do 
not like to hazard conjectures on fuch a fubje&t; but, we confefs, 
that, in the prefent ttate of Europe, our fears, for its falvation, are 
ftrong, and our hopes weak. 

In Germany the French continue to advance, though flowly, 
and all the movements of General Kray indicate the expectation 
of reinforcements, and a refolution to wait their arrival, before he 
rifks a decifive action. . 

Let thofe who feel difpofed to give credit to Bonaparte for his 
pacific intentions, and for the fincerity of his declarations, as to 
his refpect for the independence of foreign ftates, examine his ree 
cent conduct with regard to Genoa, Piadinont, and the Milanete. 
Every one knows that the King of Sardinia was dethroned with- 
out the finalleft provocation, and in direc violation of folemn 
treaties, by the very men, whofe proceedings Bonaparte has af- 
fected to reprobate. Yet no fooner has this deteftable hypocrite 
acquired the means of repsiring the injnitice of his predecetlors, 
than he imitates their conduét, and again depofes the monarch 
whom they had deprived of his crown. In the Ligurian and 
Cifalpine Republics, too, the bafe ufurper, who infolently boafts of 
having reftored the rights and liberties of the people, has fubje@ed 
them to the immediate and abfolute controul of a French General!!! 
A foreign ufurper himfelf, over the people of France, he has, con- 
fittently enough, determined, that every people who thall be fub- 
jugated by French arms, thall have a foreign ufurper alfo! 

We have not room to make any obfervations on the internal 
fituation of France, where the fame hypocrify, on the part of her 
firft Conful, is vifible. Anxious to conciliate all parties, pro- 
feifedly from regard to public juflice, but really, ftom motives of 
private interéit, he has favoured the return of the emigrants, and 
now experiences the difficulty of reconciling juttice to them, with 
fatisfa@tion to the Jacobins. Hence arifes a perplexity which, at an 
ether time, and on any other occafion, would be tru! ly laughable. 
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At home, we have only to notice an attempt, in the Honfe of 
Commons, to inftitute an enquiry into the management of the 
Houfe of Correétion in Cold Bath Fields. We are very far from 
thinking that no juft caufe of complaint fubfifted againft the Go- 
vernor of that prifon ; on the contrary, we are decidedly of opinion 
that fufficient mifconduét has been proved againft him to call for 
his difmiffion ; but, at the fame time, we cannot give credit to 
the movers of fuch enquiry for the purity of their intentions, for 
we are fully convinced, that had men, confined for feditious or 
treafonable practices, experienced the fame indulgent treatment in 
that prifon, w hich they have invariably experienced in Newgate, 
they would have been filent. We are h: appy, however, to fee “that 
the inquiry is now put into its proper channel, and that the Houfe 
of Commons is not to encroach upon the rights of the Crown. 
Another attempt has been made, in the ‘Houte of Commons, in 
the courie of this month, which calls for fome animadverfion. 
It has been contended that the Houfe has a right to difqualify any 
member from voting on a queftion, in the decifion of which he has 
a pecuniary intereft. On the contrary, we maintain that the affertion 
of fuch a right is utterly incompatible with the conttitution of the 
Houte of Commons, and with its conftant practice *, The mem- 
bers are not, upon any occafion, to be confidered in any other light, 
than as the reprefentatives of the people of England, whofe intereft, 
and not their own, they are bound tocontult; itis not, therefore, 
onfliiutionally Ipeaking, in the power of the Houte, to difqualify a 
member from voting on any partic ular queftion. 








* Foramore ample difcutiion of this queftion, we refer our readers to Mr. 
Gifford’s Second Letter to Mr. Erfkine, which Mr. Tierney had evidently confulted, 


though he chote to confider, as exceptions to, thole ingances which Mr. G. had 
adduced as proofs of, the rule. 








TO ) CORRESPONDEN NTS. 
The new and improved plan of Freedom for Libertinarians’’ is 
received, 
Profeifor Boéttiger’s Reply to Mr, Walker with Mr. W’s, re- 


joinder and his th ird Letter to. the Profeffor, meant for infertion in 
Wieland's New German Mercury, {hall appear very foon, 


TO OUR READERS. 
At the conclufion of our Review of Mr. W. Gifford’s Fpiftle to 
Peter Pindar, we have noticed a fuppofed miftake of the author in 
quoting Bor/eau inftead of Cornei//e. But we have fince referred to 


Rotlean, and find that he has taken the pailage from Corneille, in a 
parody of fome fcenes in the Cid. 


—~ ee 





ERRATA, 
Page 176, |. 9, for aya Zouevos, read ayw 
eee 2IQs l. laft, for QOCa! wftics, read acouftr vs 


eee 221, 1.14, from the bottom, for moneds, tgad monads, 


7°? 


wow 283, 1. 25, and 1. 17 from the ag (tom, for men read mane 
*“*ee 2245 l. 18, trom the botto: mM, for I the: fis, read Theif Se 


225, 1. 2, from the bottom, for reguired, read acquired. 


i Copsvebe 





